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is not, and not to see what is. what 
believe; and not being obliging enough to join in | 
a scheme of self-deception, or to suffer a game of | 
deception to be played upon me, I must now turn 
my back upon the illusions of this Nebraska bill, 
and look out for its real object—the particular 
purpose for which it was manufactured, and the 
vrand movement of which it is to be the basis. 
~ In this search I naturally look about into the 
sizns and rumors of the times, and into the co- 
temporaneous events which may connect them- 
eelves with the grand movement in question; and | 
think I find them in two diplomatic missions, of || 
which the country has heard much—but notail. 1 | 
speak upon rumor, buat neither tell, nor believe, 
the half of the half of what I hear; but believe 
enough to excite apprehension, and to justify in- 
quiry. Whatis a state secret in the city of Wash- 
ington is street talk in the city of Montezuma. 
First. The mission of Mr. Gadsden to Santa 
Anna. It must have been conceived about the 
time that this bill was; and, according to trans- 
piring accounts, must have been a grand move- 
ment in itself—g50,000,000 for as much Mexican 
territory on our southern border as would make 
five or six States of the first class. The area of 
the acquisition, as | understand it, was to extend | 
from sea to sea, on a line that would give us San- 
tander, Monterey, Saltillo, Parras, Sonora, and 
all Lower California. This was certainly a large 
movement, both in point of money and of terri- 
tory, and also large in political consequence; and 
clearly furnishing a theatre for the doctrine of 
non-intervention, if there should be any design to 
convert the newly acquired territory from free soil, || 
that itis, into slave soil that it might be desired to | 
be. Here, then, | believe I have found one branch 
of the grand movement; and although Mr. Gads- 
den returned from his mission with a small slice 
only of the desired territory, yet he has returned 
to his post, and may have better luck on a second 
trini—if Santa Anna escapes from the speckled 
Indians (Los Indios Pintos) who have him at bay 
in the Sierra. I say nothing on the merits of this 
new acquisition, only that it is an old acquaintance 
with me, having first heard of it in November, 
1546, and afterwards in March, 1848—at which 
latter time it was proposed in the Senate, (by Mr. 
Davis, of Mississippi,) on the ratification of the 
Guadalupe Hidalgo treaty; and rejected by the | 
Senate. I voted against the Santander and Mon- 
terey line then, and have not seen case to change | 
my opinion. [Here Mr. Benrow read the article 
proposed by Mr. Davis for the new line. } 
Secondly. The mission of Mr. Soulé to Madrid 
—alsoa grand movement in itself, if reports be 
true—two hundred and fifty millions for Cuba; 
and arumpus kicked up if the island is not got. | 
Here again might be found a case for the non-in- 
tervention principle; but of that I say nothing, 
because | know nothing, and wish to know some- 
thing. Of the acquisition itself I say nothing now, 
but did say something, about forty-four years ago, 
ina Nashville newspaper, published by Thomas 
Eastin, called the Impartial Review; in which I 
discussed Cuba as the geographical appurtenance 
of the valley of the Mississippi, and eventually 
to become its political appurtenance; but to be got 
with honor whenever it was got; and in all that 
faith I still remain firm. No dishonor! no stain on 
the bright and spotiess fame left us by our fathers ! 
Mr. Chairman, I discuss nothing in relation to 
those rumored acquisitions of the Island of Cuba 
and a broad side of Mexico; I only call attention 
to them as probable indexes to the grand move- 
ment of which the member from Georgia gave us 
the revelation, and which no one has denied. Ac- 
cording to him, and according to my own belief, 
this Nebraska bill is only an entering wedge to 
future enterprises—a thing manufactured for a 
particular purpose—a stepping stone to a grand 
movement which is to develop itself in this toun- 
try of ours. I wish to know what that movement || 
is. I havea right to know, to enable me to dis- | 
charge my duties understandingly; and I respect- | 
fully crave the information from those who have 1 


This is what | | 
i| 
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MONDAY, MAY 22, 1854. 


Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I would like to 
know, Mr. Chairman, how much of this time 
consumed in the remarks of the gentleman from 
Missouri is to be taken out of the hour allotted to 
the gentleman from Illinois ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mis- 
souri occupied twenty minutes. As a matter of 
course, that time must be taken out of the hour 
allowed to the gentleman from Illinois. It is dis- 
tinetly understood that the Chair did not author- 
ize the gentleman from Missouri to take the floor 
from the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. KNOX. I am very happy in having 
yielded to the gentleman from Missouri so muck 
of my time, because what he may have said is of 
far greater interest, and of far more importance to 


the country, than any poor remarks of mine would 


have been. 

{This declaration was greeted with warm ap- 
plause. } 

Mr. GROW. Will the gentleman from Illinois 


|| now allow the motion to be renewed that the com- 


mittee take a recess? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. 
will proceed now with his speech. 
great many gentlemen here who want to speak. 

Fhe CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from 


| Lilinows yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 


[Mr. Grow ?} 

Mr. KNOX. Ido. 

Mr. GROW. Then I move that the committee 
take a recess till six o’clock. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. [hope the gentleman 


I hope my colleague | 
There are a | 


from Pennsylvania will withdraw that motion. | 


Let those who want to speak on this bill have an 
opportunity of doing so. 


The CHAIRMAN. Does thegentleman from | 


| Pennsylvania withdraw his motion ? 


Mr. GROW. No; unless the gentleman from 
Illinois should want to speax now. 

The question was put; and a division was called 
for. 

The Chair announced that there were thirty-six 
votes in the affirmative. 

Several Mempers. Give it up; count the other 
side. 


Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. The motion is 


| overruled. There are not enough to carry it. 
The CHAIRMAN. The majority of members | 
It does not require a | 


present may take a recess. 
quorum for that purpose. ; 
The Chair announced that there were thirty-six 


| votes for, to twenty against, the motion. 


So, at four o’clock and twenty-five minutes, 
the committee took a recess till 6 p. m. 


EVENING SESSION, 


On the reassembling of the committee at six 
o’clock, 

Mr. KNOX resumed the floor, but gave way to 

Mr. EVERHART, who asked leave to write 


out and print a speech, seeing there was no pros- 


pect of obtaining an opportunity to deliver it in 
the House. 

Mr. KNOX said, that six months ago, before 
he came to this city, such a state of things as now 


exists was not dreamed of by him, nor when he | 


took a solemn oath to support the Constitution of 
the United States. After further prefatory re- 
marks, he proceeded to speak of the bill under 
consideration. His principal objection to it was 


because of the proviso which seeks to repeal the , 


Missouri compromise. 
and concession which brought Missouri into the 
Union suggested the legislation of 1850. Instead 


The spirit of kindness | 


of the measures of the last named year impairing | 


the Missouri compromise, it was indorsed and 
reaffirmed thereby, if there is any efficacy in the 
acts of men not secured under their hands and seal. 
He dwelt upon this subject until the expiration 
of the hour to which he was limited in debate. 
Mr. HAMILTON, assuming that territorial gov- 
ernments should be established over the Territories 
of Nebraska and Kansas, proceeded to argue in 
favor of the principles established by the bill. 
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approbation of his judgment, in preference to the 
geographical line, the absolute prohibition estab- 
lished by the Missouri act of 1520, was the one 
which enacted that the States to be admitted out 
of this Territory, in the future, should be admitted 
with or without slavery, as they should for them- 
selves determine. He contended that the bill 
neither established nor prohibited slavery in these 
Territories; and, instead of being a double-faced 
measure, was one which could be understood by 
everybody who had a knowledge of the English 
language. 

He replied to the arguments heretofore ad- 
vanced against the bill by Messrs. Mittson and 
FRANKLIN. 

Mr. GOODE said he was a cheerful and cor- 
dial advocate of that measure. He desired to 
state, candidly and frankly, perhaps with some 
degree of imprudence, the reasons which would 
control his vote. 

It had been announced to the country that this 
measure has been unnecessarily, rashly, reck- 
lessly, thrust upon Congress, and that the apple of 
discord, a fire-brand, had been thrown among the 
people. As usual, the responsibility of the meas- 
ure and the discussion is referred to the South, the 
ever-injured South. It is not the party which 
asks justice, but the party which refuses justice, 
which incurs the responsibility. But the South 
is not responsible. She has preferred no claim at 
all. She has learned from the bitter past, that if 
she would enjoy tranquillity she must be silent. 
He charged that the responsibility of this measure 
rests with the North. Far be it from him to say 
it was an odious responsibility. It was a glorious 
responsibility. The northern men who brought 
forward this measure were patriots, deserving 
well of their country. The odious responsibility 
of this discussion, and the excitement which it 
has produced, rest with the fell spirit of Abolition, 
the offspring of fanaticism and of unholy ambition. 
Having vindicated the South from the responsi- 
bility of the introduction of this bill, he proceeded 
to advocate the measure because of the great 
principle therein contained, of non-intervention on 
the part of Congress, in imposing an anti-slavery 
restriction on the organization of territorial govern- 
ments. This, he contended, was important as a 
precedent. 

Mr. DUNHAM said that no one could regret 
more than himself that this subject had been 
brought forward at thistime. He did not believe 
the objects to be accomplished, upon the one side 
or the other, were equal to the evils which would 
grow out of this renewed agitation of the subject 
of slavery. 

He thought that the effect of reviving this agi- 
tation would be to breathe the breath of life into 
the almost dead body of the Whig party; to clothe 
with flesh the skeleton of Aboliuonism. Bat he 
had an abiding confidence in the intelligence of the 
American people, and believed that when the 
principles of this bill shoald become thoroughly 
discussed and understood by them, the excite- 
ment which was now attempted to be created o ut 
of it would, as in 1850, be hushed into silence. 

He then opposed the Clayton amendment. No 
member from Indiana, nor from any of the north- 
western States, could vote for this amendment; for, 
by their organic law, they had established provis- 
ions for the foreign class of population which were 
in direct contradiction to what was called the Clay- 
ton amendment. 

The great question, he contended, which was 
involved in the bill, was the ability, the right of 
the people to govern themselves. This he de- 
fended at length, arguing that it was in accordance 
with our republican instutations. 

He then argued to prove that slavery could only 
exist by municipal law, and said that there would 
be no legislation, after the passage of this bill, in 
the Territories of Nebraska and Kansas, by which 
title to slave property would be recognized. There 
must he positive law before slavery could be taken 
into Nebraska and Kansas. He further argued 


| to prove the improbability of the introduction of 


The provision which recommended the bill to the |) slavery into these Territories, and declared that 
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there could be no compromise under the Constitu- 
tion, so far as slavery was concerned. 

Mr. PRATT said that the proposition to repeal 
the Missouri compromise, contained in this bill, 
must plead his apoiogy for occupying the time of 
the committee for a brief period. It may well be 
doubted whether it would not be a breach of good 
faith for the General Government to organize | 
territorial governments over the heads of the abo- 
rigines, who have been guarantied peaceable pos- 
session of the ‘Territories in question. If there 
was any human being more than another abused 
by the white man, it was the Indian. It was 
claimed by the friends of the bill that its provisions 
are ample for this unfortunate race. He trusted 
in God that this may prove the fact, if the bill be- 
come law. 

When a bill for organizing the Territory of Ne- 
braska was passed by the last Congress, he thought 
it was unwise and premature. So thought the 
people of New England. ‘To organize a govern- 
ment where there were no inhabitants, or next to 
none, seemed to be the extreme of folly, especially 


when there are so many good lands within the || 


THE ‘CONG 


| upon the North by southern representatives and 


| tions. ‘The States had done this in an instrument 
called the Constitution, and would to God it was 
| more respected! it was now offered as the law 
| for both North and South in Kansas and Ne- 

braska, and as the only law. 
He then referred to various precedents to prove 


| that the North had frequently violated the act of || 


1820, and denied the right of Congress to fetter 
any Stace in regard to slavery. 

Mr. PRINGLE opposed the passage of the bill 
| on account of the many objectionable features con- 
| tained in it; but the great objection, in his mind, 
| and the one which overshadowed all others, is, that 

it proposes a violation of good faith. It proposes 
a repeal of the Missouri compromise, to abrogate 
the restriction against slavery north of 36° 30’, 


| after all the territory south of that line has been 


converted into slave States. This line, forced 


northern dough-faces, it is proposed to erase; and 
the power that is to annul is composed of the same 


| materiel that established it. 


Mr. HOWE. With the permission of my 


RESSIONAL GLOBE, 


1. It repeals the Missouri compromise, which 

} in his opinion, the South is in honor bound t¢ 

one and the free States bound, both by hono, 
and duty, to maintain. 

2 The legislation of 1850 is not incon 
with that of 1820. 

3. The principles of the legislation of 1850 are 
transcended and violated by this bill. 

4. The platforms of both political parties of 1859 
are violated by this bill, and had it been under. 
stood that the Democratic platform did either war. 
rant, justify, or demand the repeal of the Mis. 
_souri compromise, Franklin Pierce would have 

now been a private citizen, and the seats of the 
northern men who now tender this repeal would 


Sistent 


| have been filled by others. 


5. He held it not only within the power of 


| Congrees to legislate for the Territories, but tha 


itis the duty of Congress, and a duty which cap. 


not be abandoned. 


6. He was opposed to the extension of slavery 
over Territories now free, and he would not do 


| himself, nor would he remove any obstacle now 


colleague, [Mr. Drum,] I rise simply to say that I 
| had desired to make some remarks in opposition 
| to the bill now under consideration before the 
| committee; but as the time is so limited, I will These were the propositions which he desired 

forego that privilege, if it meets the wishes of gen- | to constitute the skeleton of a speech. 
| tlemen present, and publish my remarks without || Mr. STUART, of Ohio, said he had desired to 

occupying the attention of the committee. address the committee on this subject, but finding 


| in the way of its extension. He would not use 
the Territorial Legislature as a cats-paw to do tha; 
_ which he had not the courage to do himself, 


organized. Territories. 

But there are reasons for organizing new Ter- 
ritories now which did not exist a year ago. If 
the bill before the committee were divested of the 
odious feature, he should not occupy the floor at 
this moment. 
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When this question was sprung on the country, | 
everybody was shocked at the idea of sucha mon- | 
strous proposition. Its open advocates were very | 
few. On its introduction, the gentleman from IIli- 
noia [Mr. Ricuarpson] was the only member 

jledged to the support of the measure, so far as 
be knew. Northern members expressed them- | 
selves hostile to it. Southern gentlemen said if the 
North chose to give them a boon, they would not 
refuse to accept of it. 
adopted child, though they were not willing to | 
have it sworn to them. 
have violated the Missouri compromise. They | 
have revarded it sacred as the Constitution itself. 
The people did not ask or require this repeal. 
They were satisfied to let well enough alone. | 
They never thought of repealing it. 

He declared that this was neither a Whig nor 
a Democratic measure. It was a sectional meas- 
ure—nothing else. Who was so blind as not to 
see the object? Whether this bill pass or not he | 
declared his determination not to make any fac- 
tious opposition to it. If the majority favor the 
passage of the bill, they have a right to pass it. | 
If a majority was opposed to it, as he trusted in | 
God there was, he should rejoice; but whether 
the bill pass or not, he should continue to the ex- 
tent of his ability to aid in promoting the peace | 
and harmony of this glorious Confederacy, which 
is the pride and admiration of the world. 

Mr. CASKIE said that the great measure of | 
organizing a large extent of our fair possessions 
upon a constitutional basis was now before them, 
the Representatives of the people. 


ry the North, had been inaugurated by a gallant 
Senator from the North, there born, there living, | 
and there to be buried. It had supporters, too, | 


in men from the same region, who graced sena- || 
torial dignity, and who were infused with the || 


spirit of that brotherhood which our fathers strove 
to secure under the great shield of the equality of 
all the State and all the sections of our Confed- 
eracy. 

He then characterized the Missouri compromise 
as unconstitutional and unjust to the South, and 
advocated the doctrine of leaving to the people 
the right to determine the question of slavery for 
themselves. In regard to the former point, he 
inquired if any two things could be found more 
opposite than what was claimed for the Missouri 


restriction by its friends and its true character, as | 


open by the historical records of the country? 
cverybody knew that it was but an act of Con- 
gress, repealable in its very nature. 

The idea that members of Congress had the 
right to make unconstitutional, sacred compacts, 
was a novelty which there was little danger would 
supplant the old-fashioned notion that they were | 
merely law-makers, bound to vote on each prop- 
osition as their consciences dictated, without any | 
shadow of authority to barter votes with oh 


other, or make treaties for their respective sec- | 


In other words, it was an || 


He denied that the North || 


[Cries of ** Agreed !”’ ** Agreed !’’| 


Mr. DRUM remarked that he came here asa 


friend of the Administration, and therefore he felt 
that-it was the duty of every friend to extricate it 
| from the toils in which unwise counsels have in- 
volved it. He did not rise for the purpose of 
merely consuming time, or making a vain display. 
He was perfectly indifferent as to whether what 
he intended to say should be heard beyond the 
| limits of this House. He rose for the specific 
purpose of allaying the excitementin the country, 
and of eXplaining an amendment which he should 
offer to-morrow. 


son why they should not prefer it to the particular 
section which had been the basis of so much dis- 
cussion. 


That the said territory, or any portion thereof, when 
admitted asa State, shall be received into the Union, withor 
without slavery, as its constitution may prescribe at the 
time of admission; anything contained in the eighth section 
of the act passed by Congress March 6, 1820, commonly 
called the Missouri compromise, or any other law of Con- 
gress, to the contrary notwithstanding. 


as an independent sovereignty, has a right to re- 
peal the Missouri compromise, but that Congress 
has no right to repeal it. He further explained 
his amendment. 





A happy || 
augury was to be found in the fact that this pro- || 
sae of justice to the South had been presented | 


not believe slavery could exist in Kansas and 
Nebraska to any considerable extent, yet it was 
no reason why he should not support the bill. 
Although it contained principles which did not 
meet with his approbation, for the reason that 
they were not southern enough for him, yet he 
should support it so long as it should contain the 
great principle of non-intervention, as, in his 
opinion, should this doctrine be established and 
| carried out, it would have the effect of forever 


i 
| Congress. 


bill, instead of transferring the subject of slavery 
| from the Halls of Congress to the people of the 
Territories, transferred it, in effect, to the Presi- 
| dent of the United States. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, then obtained 
| the floor, when (at quarter past twelve) the com- 
| mittee took a recess until nine o’clock in the 
morning. 





ee 


SATURDAY MORNING, MAY 20, 1854, 
The committee reassembled this morning, pur- 
suant to its order, at nine o’clock, a. m., (Mr. 
| Orns in the chair,) and resumed the consideration 


of House bill (No. 236) for the organization of | 


the Territories of Kansas and Nebraska. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, being entitled 
to the floor, yielded to 

Mr. HARLAN, of Ohio, who said he was op- 
posed to this bill, because 


The committee could find no | 
| constitutional objection to it, and he saw no rea- | 


He proposed to strike out all that part | 
|| of the section which had been the subject of dis- | 
|| pute, and to insert as follows: 


This amendment, he said, proposes that a State, | 


Mr. GREEN WOOD said, that although he did | 


| withdrawing slavery agitation from the Halla of | 


Mr. SEYMOUR then argued to show that the | 


|| that he would not have an opportunity, asked and 
obtained leave to print a speech. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, then took the 
| floor, and replied to gentlemen who had preceded 

him. It had been said the Missouri restriction of 
| 1820 was a solemn compact, and therefore irre. 
|| pealable, and on this ground it was alleged with 
| great earnestness, and he had no doubt with a great 
| deal of sincerity, by gentlemen on the other side 
| of the House, that it would be a gross violation 
| of faith, an unwarrantable aggression on the rights 
| of the northern people, to pass the bill in its pres- 
| entform. He could not view the matter in this 
light. 
erhere was, he contended, nothing in either the 
Constitution or the laws, which justifies the look- 
ing at any enactment of Congress as anything 
more than an enactment. There was nothing in the 
Constitution or the laws which justifies the putting 
of the stamp of irrepealability on anything done 
by Congress. 

It was acknowledged universally, and it must 
| be acknowledged, so far as the sense and sub- 
| stance of the act of 1820 was concerned, that it 
|| is certainly not a compact or agreement of an irre- 
|| pealable character. But it was alleged, with a 
|| show of reason, that there was something in the 

circumstances of the times, on the occasion of its 
| passage, whfch givés it a moral foree, equivalent 
| to what would be the moral force of a compact 
| binding parties to an irrepealable agreement. 

He would not attempt to deny that, in the cir- 
| cumstances which attended the passage of the Mis- 
| souri act, there was something of a solemn and 
| important character, which stamps the act with a 

character somewhat different from an ordinary 
act of legislation; and if the circumstances con- 
| tinued the same to this day, he should be the last 
| to raise his hand to disturb a settlement which, in 
| that point of view, was considered sacred and 
binding. 

The tacit understanding originated im circum- 

stances of great importance, and must pass awsy 
|| with the circumstances which gave it birth. |t 
| seems certain it cannot be considered as binding 
| future generations. We now stand inthe midst 
_of scenes and circumstances wholly different. 

He proceeded to recount briefly the circum 
stances under which the Missouri act was passed; 
| and contended it had since been wholly repudl- 
ated by the North and had been trampled of 
| again and again. In 1850 the principle of the act 
|| of 1820 lost ts power, and was rejected by the 
| dominant majority in this House. The circum- 
| stances, he repeated, have entirely changed, and 
|| it would be ‘unjust to say that we are bound by 
the compact of 1820. It would be absurd in itself 
and contrary to plain understanding. | ; 

The Constitution and equality require that this 
1 restriction should be removed in the organization 
|| of all the Territories of the United States. 

4 He argued the question, and advocated the 
'| passage of the bill until the expiration of the hour 
| to which he was restricted to debate. 
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Mr. GOODRICH said that it was high time 
chat they should do away with compromises. If 
they were to be regarded as binding in honor and 
cood faith no longer than when the section of 
country which had received and appropriated its 
art of the consideration found it to be for its 
interests to come In and take thr other part, com- 
promises were henceforth atan end. The North 
were beginning to understand what the public 
men of the South, who gave tone and direction to 
public sentiment there, meant by this proposed 
repeals and, his word for it, no more compromises 
would be made. The technical arguments, by 
which it was sought to throw off the honorable 


obligations of the Missouri compromise, had had | 


no other effect in the North than to convince the 
public mind that the South regarded compromises 


upon the subject of slavery as mere temporary || 


expedients to extend slavery, to be set aside when- 
ever they became practical barriers to stay slavery. 

Should this bill pass, and establish a tabula rasa 
in these Territories, there would be a counterpart 
to it at the North—a tabwa rasa in regard to com- 
promises, W hen, said he, you atrike down the 
legal power of the Missouri compromise of 1820, 
you strike down the moral power of the compro- 
mise of 1850. Repeal the Missouri compromise, 
the most sacred that has been madesince the great 
compromises of the Constitution, and you wipe 
out, as with a sponge, all compromises at the 
North. Your laws may be made and have the 
force of laws, but they will not be respected as 
compromises. 


He then criticised the report of the Senate on 


the subject of the bill, as compared with the bill 


itself, and said that if they should now repeal the | 


Missouri compromise, the report of the 4th of Jan- 
uary would stand as a confession of one of the 
createst frauds upon northern compromise men 
that had ever been perpetrated in the history of 
political parties. 

He then argued to prove that the Missouri act 
of 1820 was a compromise, and contended that 
the North had not repudiated it. 

Mr. PHILLIPS made the following explana- 
tion in reply to some remarks of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, [Mr. Goopricu:] 

The gentleman from Massachusetts, who has 
just taken his seat, asserted that | had argued 
‘‘that the Missouri restriction was not intended te 
be perpetual;’’? and, upon this assertion, he ha& 
treated us with a refutation. Now, sir, permit 
me to read from my printed speech what I did 
say: 

“It will be remembered that though Missouri was finally 
admitted without a condition for the inhibition of slavery, 
vet that the claim of power on the part of Congress to in- 
sist upon One was sustained. The eighth section of the 
act asserts the power not only to exclude slavery during the 
territorial condition, 6ut through ali changes of Govern- 
ment, pine prohibition is not fora limited time, but “ ror- 
ever. 

lt will be seen that my statement is the very 
reverse of the assertion made on this floor. I will 
now, Mr. Chairman, conclude by recommending 
to the gentleman from Massachusetts a safe rule, 
that before he attempts to reply to an argument, 
he should understand what in fact theargument is. 

Mr. HENN. Mr. Chairman, the bill now un- 
er consideration for the organization of Nebraska 
and Kanzas Territories is, perhaps, of more prac- 
tical importance to the State of lowa, and the 
people of the district which I have the honor to 
represent upon this floor, than to any other State 
or constituency in the Union, and hence it is that 
I desire to say something of the reasons that 
will induce me. to give a warm, cordial, and un- 
flinching support to the substitute proposed by the 
chairman of the Committee on Territories, {Mr. 
Richarpson,] and for all of its provisions. I 
shall say something for the information of indi- 
vidual members of this committee, something for 
the information of my constituents, and seme- 
thing to correct the erroneous views of those not 
racquainted with the West and her enlightened 
population. To this end 1 propose to demon- 
strate: 

First. The importance of an organization of 
these Territories at this time; the influence of 
their organization upon the character of the great 

est; the correctness of the principles of self- 
government and congressional non-interference, 


d 


a8 recognized by both the original bill and the | 


substitute; and give my views as to the rules 


which should govern the legislative and executive | 


as 


| could speak for them. 
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'| branches of this Government in their action upon 
| territorial matters. 


Secondly. | propose to speak of the physical 
character of the country which it is contemplated 


| to erganize; of its political past, of its political 
| future, and of its commercial importance to lowa, 
| and to the whole country. 


I will then add a few words relative to the sit- 
uation of parties in lowa,and elsewhere, upon the 
great questions involved in this bill, and define, 
briefly, my objections to that part of the Senate 
bill which prohibits those who have sought an 
asylum in our country, and have evinced their 
intention of becoming citizens, from having a part 
in the organization of the Territories proposed to 


| be created. 


Mr. WITTE, in the course of his remarks, 
said that if the North—he spoke of the Democratic 
party—are divided in sentiment on this subject, it 


| 1s because they do not understand the proposition. 
| if the people, by the exercise of their legal sover- 
| eign rights, shall desire to make every square foot 
| of the soil on the continent slave, he would have it 


so; if, on the other hand, by the exercise of the 
same rights and power, they would make every 
square foot free, he would have itso. This was 
the sentiment of the North, so far as one man 
The Democracy of the 
North are as sound on this question of State-rights 
doctrine as the South are. They would yield not 
one jot or tittle, because the principles which 
constitute the sufety of the North, constitute the 
safety of the South. ‘I'he question is: Isthe Mis- 
sourt compromise rejealable? The people want 
to know whether this bill can be enacted without 
a repeal of the Missopri compromise. He held 
that this compromise is, like other acts, repeal- 
able. He, however, questioned this a little at one 
time. 

If it should be found that it was unwise to in- 
vest the people of these Territories with the power 
to settle the question of slavery for themselves, he 
should console himself with the reflection that it 
is always well, where there is a doubt as to the 
construction of the Constitution, to give to the 


| people the benefit of the doubt. 


e replied to his colleague, [Mr. Grow,]} who, 


| he said, had misrepresented the sentiment of the 


North, no doubt unintentionally. 


Mr. CHASTAIN contended that this measure | 
| was in strict accordance with the Constitution, 
| just to the North and the South, and to the peo- 
| ple who were hereafter to inhabit the Territories || 


of Nebraska and Kansas. He also contended 
that the restriction of 36° 30’ was forced upon the 


| South, was unconstitutional, and was only sub- 
| mitted to by that section for reasons weighty in 


themselves. 

Mr. EDMANDS. I have made several attempts 
to address the committee on the bill before us. I 
remained here during the night, until the recess of 
this morning, in hopes to get an opportunity of 
so doing. | saw many gentlemen given hei 
hour. An hour tospeak! It was an hour for sleep; 


| past the hours of business; ay, even those of recre- 


ations; an hour fit only for dark designs; fit only 
for such an outrage as is being perpetrated on the 
moral sense of the North, in the attempt to pass 
this bill, compatible with the foul means adopted 
to force it through the House! I appeal to the 
sober sense of this House, whether it is proper, 
whether, in the spirit of American liberty, to carry 
on the business of legislation at such unseasonable 
hours? I protest, in the name of my constituency, 
against being kept up here at the behest of an 
imperious majority, during midnight hours, to 
legislate on 

{Here the hammer fell.} 

Mr. LYON said he designed, at the proper 





time, to offer an amendment to the bill in the fol- 


lowing form: 


Sec. 2. 4nd be it further enacted, That the executive 
power and authority i: and over said Territory of Nebraska 
shall be vested in a Governor WHO SHALL BE ELECTED BY 
THE PEOPLE oF salp Terearrory. The Governor shall 
reside within said Territory, shall be commander in-chief 
of the militia thereof, shal! perform the duties and receive 
the emoluments of superintendent of Indian affairs, and 
shall approve of all laws passed by the Legislative Assem 
bly before they shall take effect; he may grant pardons and 
respites for offenses against the laws of said Territory, shall 
commission all officers who shall be appointed to office 
under the laws of the said Territory, and shail take care 
that the laws be faithfully executed, 


He said that he would avail himself of the oc- 
casion to present to the members of the House 


| lands as inducements to emigration. 
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and the country his views on the bill, and on the 
propriety of the amendment he suggested. 

Mr. PENNINGTON then addressed the com- 
mittee. He said that before the debate should be 
finally closed upon this bill, and while its defeat, 
though now scarcely to be hoped for, was still 
possible, and the evil it foreboded might yet be 
averted, he desired to state the grounds on which 
he had hitherto opposed, and should continue to 
oppose, the passage of this odious and dangerous 
measure. 

He was opposed to the passage of the bill on 
many grounds, 

He objected to it, in the first place, because 
there is no immediate necessity for the organiza- 
tion of the proposed Territories, and the measure 
was therefore premature. No reason had been 
assigned, here or elsewhere, satisfactory to his 
mind, for such organization. There is no popu- 
lation now within the limits of the proposed Ter 
ritories to demand it. There can be no popuiation 
there, lawfully, so long as the Indian intercourse 
act remains unrepealed. That act forbids the 
ingress into those Territories of ali persons not 
belonging to the Indian tribes, other than the 
authorized agents of the Government, and such 
as shall have a temporary and revocable license 
from the Government, and that solely for the 
purposes of trade. 

This act was passed for the protection of the 
Indian tribes ageinst intrusion, and the public 
domain from encroachments by unlawful settle- 
ments, and in fulfillment of solemn treaty stipu- 
lations made by the United States with these 
tribes. It could not be repealed without a breach 
of good faith thus pledged by the Government. 
Nota foot of the soil within the limits of the pro- 
posed Territories is now owned by a white man; 
and, until surveyed and opened for sale and entry, 
no tite to any portion of it can be acquired or 
lawfully occupied for settlement. 

He objected to the bill, in the second place, be- 
cause it is against the sound policy of the Gov- 
ernment to extend its land system over this por- 
tion of the public domain, and to open them for 
settlement. The Government has large quantities 
of public lands now lying unsold and unoceupied 
within the limits of the new States, and in the 
Territories already organized, which ought first 
to be settled. He maintained that it was not 


| good policy to diffuse the population of the coun- 


try over so vast an expanse of country. It would 
greatly increase the burdens, without contribu- 
ting in the slightest degree to the prosperity or 


| happiness of the people, or to the development 
| of the resources of the country. 


It would bea 
hindrance to both. Emigration was needed, all 
the emigration indeed that can be led in the di- 
rection of Oregon, Washington, Utah, and New 


+ Mexico. 


The Government had adopted the policy of en- 
couraging the settlement of those Territories by 
holding out large bounties in donations of public 
He was op- 

posed to the bill under consideration, as a measure 
directly calculated to counteract this policy. It had 
been said, that the tide of emigration would sweep 
over the Territories of Kansas and Nebraska 
whether these territorial governments should be es- 
tablished or not, and in spite of the prohibitions of 
law. He was unwilling to believe that this Gov- 
ernment is pewerless to protect its own public 
| domain against its own citizens, or against any 
| aggression, come from what quarter it might. He 
| was unwilling to concede that the clearest dictates 
of sound policy should be yielded to any species 
_ of fillibusterism. 

He objected to the bill, in the third place, be- 
cause it violates the public faith, pledged by numer- 
ous treaties with the Indian tribes within the limits 
of the proposed Territories. The United States 
had guarantied to these tribes their homes, set 

apart for them by treaty, as permanent homes, to 
be enjoyed by them forever against the encroach- 
ments of white settlements. These treaties remain. 
In letter and in spirit the Government is bound by 
the highest obligations of good faith, to guarantee 
and protect these homes of the aborigines. And 
this might be done, as he had shown, consistently 
with the sound policy of the Government, having 
reference only to its own best interests. 
He objected to the bill, in the fourth place, be- 
_cause it repealed the Missouri compromise, a 
| compromise to which the national faith had been 
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solemnly pledged under circumstances which give | the amendment or against the amendment; not to 
jt a sanction scarcely less sacred than that which || the bill and against the bill. 


aitaches to the Constitution itself. 


tained by both. 
and undoubted. 


that if may not rightfully or gracefully remon- 
strate against tis repeal, because opposed to it at 
the time of ita enactment. 
fully said of the State of New Jersey. She was 
® party to it, and it owes its existence to the votes 


of her Representatives on the floor of this House. | 
As a Representative from New Jersey, in her | 
name, and in conformity with the sentiments of | 


the great body of her people, he demanded the 
fulfillment of the bond. 
betray her. 


He objected to the bill, in the fifth place, be- 


cause it is designed to authorize slavery extension 
to regions now dedicated to freedom, and is thus 


opposed not only to the policy of the fathers of | 


the Republic, but to the true poliey of the Union 
at this period of our progress, and to the spirit of 
the age in which we live. 


to the Union. 


Mr. SAGE. Mr. Chairman, the hour having 


arrived to close debate on the bill to organize the | 
‘Territories of Nebraska and Kansas, and not hav- | 
ing been able to get the floor to express my views 


in relation to the same, Lask permission of the 
committee to publish 
which | intended to have made to the committee 
on this subject. 


On motion by Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, 


all gentlemen similarly situated obtained that priv- 
ilege. 

The hour of twelve having arrived, to which 
debate had been limited by an order of the House, 

Mr. RICHARDSON proceeded toclose the gen- 
eral debate on this bill, remarking that the propo- 
sitions which it contained to secure the equality of 
the States and the rights of the people, under the 

Sonstitution, must triumph everywhere. 

During the progress of this debate, he remarked, 
various gentlemen, representing what they were 
pleased to call northern States, had said that 
they had stood by the South upon this question, 
when their course did not meet with the approval 
of their constituents. He occupied no such posi- 
tion. He stood by the South whenever the prin- 
ciples they maintained met the approval of his 
judgment. All he asked was, was it right and 
just? would it advance the great interests, and con- 
tribute to the renown of the Republic? Only when 
he had determined this question in the affirmative 
had he lent the South his support. 

Gentlemen misapprehended the course he had 
pursued, if they thought that he had been more 
favorable to the North than to the South, or to the 
South than the North. He looked upon all sec- 
tions as his country, and wherever the glorious 


It embodies | 
the mutual pledges of the two great sections of | 
the country, and had hitherto been sacredly main- | 
Its constitutionality was clear | 
He should not stop to inquire | 
whether it be true of any portion of the North | 


This cannot be truth- | 


He, for one, would not 


He deprecated it as a | 
fountain of bitter waters, and as fruitful of danger 


in the Globe the remarks | 





Mr. CHAMBERLAIN took the floor. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indi- 


ana cannot hold the floor now. 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. I do not intend to 
question the decision of the Chair, nor to infringe 
on the rules of the House; but I rise to ask the 
gentleman from Illinois, (Mr. Ricnarpson} 


The CHAIRMAN, (interrupting.) The gen- | 


tleman from I!linois has no power to extend any 
courtesy to the gentleman from Indiana. The 
committee are now under the five-minute rule, and 
the Chair shall enforce the rule strictly. 

The question being on the motion of the gentle- 
man from New York, 


Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine, demanded tell- | 


ers. 


Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. CamPpBELL 


and CuHasTain were appointed. 

The question was taken; and the tellers reported 
—ayes §2, noes 92, 

So the committee refused to rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
port the first section of the bill. 

Mr. EDGERTON. Mr. Chairman, I propose 
to amend the bill by striking out all that follows, 


| after the word ** ineluded,”’ at the end of the third 


line, and substituting in lieu thereof what | send 
to the Chair; and if the committee will allow me, 


the amendment. ’ 
{The amendment proposed was the bill organiz- 


ing a territorial government for Nebraska, passed | 


by the House at the last session of Congress. } 
Several Memspers. Let it be read. 


Mr. EDGERTON. It may be read now, or at | 


the close of my five minutes. I prefer, however, 


| to say what | have to say now. 


Mr. Chairman, I will explain, if permitted, 


passed by this House during the last Congress, 
and on the 10th day of February, 1853. 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Richarpson] 


introduced the House bill now before the com- | 
mittee, to organize the Territories of Kansas and || 
| Nebraska, I gave notice to the House that I would | 
| offer this bill as an amendment in the nature of a 
| substitute. 


I did it, sir, because | believed it to be 
the best bill that could be passed to organize these 


| Territories, and because it passed this House with 
only forty-three votes against it, and seventeen of | 


the votes in its favor were southern votes. 


{ 
It went to the Senate, was supported by the |) 
| Senator from Illinois, (Mr. Dovetras,} by the | 
| Senator from Missouri, (Mr. Arcuison,] and by | 
| seventeen other Senators, who voted to take it up || 


out of its order. During the whole time it was 


before Congress for consideration, no sectional | 
| question was raised, either in this House or in the | 


Senate, in relation to it. It gave rise to no sec- 


| tional argument; it created no sectional difficulty. 
| It was not stated in this House that it was neces- 
| sar 


| make a fair division? 


| proposed cuts off from the Territory of Nebraska 


The Clerk will now re- | 


| Senate bill, permits them to do so. 


|| And, another thing. 
When | 
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might as well have it now, and for two Territ, 
as at any other time. 

But if two Territories are to be organized wh 
not provide for a fatr division? The eountrs 
which it is proposed to organize into the Territor, 
of Kansas is much the most valuable port 
and that portion’ which will most likely be the 
first to be settled and formed into States, and con. 
tains not more than a third or a fourth of the 
entire Territory of Nebraska. It is Only about 
one fourth the size of that which it is Proposed to 
organize into the remaining Territory ef Na. 
braska. 1 say, therefore, that if it is necessary 
that there should be two Territories, why not 
Divide the Territories go 
that they shall be as nearly equal as possihje jp 
soil and inducements for settlement. The divisio 


od 
ries, 


ion, 


n 


the most valuable portion for the Territory o¢ 
Kansas, that best adapted for profitable siaye 
labor—and intended for it—and leaves the northern 
portion, barren and uninhabitable, for the people 
of the North. ; 
Another reason why we should pass the subst). 
tute I have offered is, that it contains more of the 
principles of non-intervention and self-govern. 
ment than are to be found in the substitute offered 
by the gentleman from Illinois. Upon that ques. 
tion I challenge him to a discussion upon the 
merits of the two bills. This bill, sir, gives no 


; |, veto power to the Governor of the Territory. By 
1 will explain to them precisely the character of | ; 


it the people, in their legislative capacity, are su- 
preme. They do in fact govern themselves } 

making theirown laws. Neither the original bili, 
nor the’substitute of the gentleman, which is the 
It takes from 
Congress the power to revise the legislation of the 
Territory; and im other respects it places more 
power in the hands of the people, and, if there 
be any truth in the doetrine of non-intervention, 


| it is contained in this bill, and to a greater extent 
that the bill which I now propose is the bill || 


than in the substitute proposed by the gentleman. 

My amendment proposes 

to give to the free white inhabitants of the Perri 

tory the privilege of the elective franchise. That 

is a privilege not found in the other bills, but pro- 
hibited by them. 

But the greatest of all reasons why northern 


|| men should support the bill of the last Congress, 


ose the repeal of the Missouri compromise. 

uring the last Congress, when that bill was under 
consideration in this House, no southern man 
dared to get up and move a repeal of that com- 
promise. The time had not arrived when that 
imposition on the North was to be attempted. 
Southern men voted for the bill as it was. The 
gentlemen from Georgia, [Messrs. Toomes and 
STEPHENS] were membersof this House, and then, 
as now, the jealous and zealous guardians of the 
rights of the South; but they did not discover that 


Fae is my amendment, is, that it does not pro- 


| their rights required the repeal of the Missouri 


compromise, or that the legislation of 1550 was 
inconsistent with it, or with the bill. The gen- 


| 
to repeal the Missouri compromise in order } tleman from North Carolina, [Mr. Ciineman,} 
| to do justice to the Seuth; neither was it intimated || gentlemen from Leuisiana, gentlemen from Vir- 
| that it was inconsistent with the principles of the || ginia, all voted for the bill. No man dared to 
legislation of 1850. The time had not come for || raise the question that it was necessary to repeal 
| that violation of compacts. || the Missouri compromise in order to do justice to 
| At that time the only objection that was made the South. But in one short year the necessities 

1} 
| 


banner of the Republic floated on this land, that 
land was his country. To-day he would fight to 
defend the interests of any section. 

He then replied to various arguments against 
the bill; and urged its friends to reject all amend- 
ments, and pass the substitute as it now stood. 

The debate on the Nebraska bill having closed, 

The CHAIRMAN. Before we proceed to the 
consideration of the bill by sections, the Chair 
will ask the Clerk to read so much of the34th rule 
of the House as applies to the five-minute debate. 

Mr. DEAN, (at one o’clock, p. m.) I move 
that the committee do now rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will put the 
question after the rule is read. 


A portion of the 34th rule was read, as follows: 


** Provided, That where debate is closed by order of the 
House, any member shall be allowed, in committee, five 
minutes to explain any amendment he may offer; after 
which any member who shall first obtain the floor, shall be 
allowed to speak five minutes in opposition to it; and there 
shail be ne furthes debate on the amendment; but the same 
privilege on debate shali be allowed in favor of, and against || 
any amendmentthat may be offered tothe amendment; and || 
neither the amendment nor the amendment to the amend- || 
ment shall be withdrawn by the mover thereof, unless by || 
the unanimous consent of the committee.’ 
| 

| 

| 


| to it was, thatit did injustice to the Indians. That || of politics have demanded its repeal, and pop- 
| objection, however, was obviated by amendments, || ular sovereignty has been seized upon by north- 
| and it passed this House, and I believe it would | ern men who have been elevated by its power, 
_ have passed the Senate if it had had a fair vote. || and fear its vengeance for their errors, as an ex- 
| That vote was prevented by the urgent necessity || cuse for the violation of a compact which reason 
| of considering the aperepenney bills. || and justice sustained. Popular sovereignty is not 
This amendment which I offer proposes to or- || a new docwtine. It is as old as the Union, and 

| ganize but one Territory. If one Territory was || goes everywhere with the American citizen, except 
) all that was then required, it is all that is required || into the Territories of Kansas and Nebraska, under 

now; for there has been no material increase in | the bill I am endeavoring to amend. They ex- 

the white population since that time. I have not || clude it. The peoplethere would not be sovereign. 
| yet heard any satisfactory reason assigned byany | The great-law that the majority shall rule, would 
| one who has spoken upon the subject, in this | there have no existence. The legislation is to 
| House or in the Senate, not even the gentleman || be controlled by a Governor not the choice of the 
| from Illinois, who has last spoken upon the bill, || people, beyond their reach. The veto power 's 
| why there should be two Territories organized at | bad enough anywhere, but it is monstrous when 
this time. The Commissioner of Indian Affairs | exercised by an Executive not elected by the 
was in that Territory, I believe, in October last, || people’nor responsible to them, but who holds his 
and states there was but eleven white men legally || office in defiance of their wishes. 
in the Territory. The gentleman from Illinois || Mr. GIDDINGS. Is it in order to move to 
[Mr. Rictarpson] thinks that two Territories | perfect the eon to be stricken out? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is. 

Mr. EDGERTON. I now ask that the amend- 

ment which | offered be read. 





The CHAIRMAN. I called for the reading of 


mittee that ] intend to act strictly up to the letter || for the organization. He says, if we are to have 
of the rule, and to insist that speeches must be for || the fight upon this question of organization, we | 


this rule for the purpose of saying to the com- are necessary, but assigns no substantial reason 
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1854. 
It will be read. 


The CHAIRMAN. 
The Clerk then proceeded to read the amend- | 


pent. 
Mr. GIDDINGS. I move to amend the first 
tion of the bill by striking out all between the | 
words * Nebraska,” in the eighteenth line, and 
the word ** provided,” in the twenty-second Jine. 
The words proposed to be stricken out were 
ried by the Clerk, as follows: 


ge 


repo 


“ And when admitted as a State or States, the said Ter 
ritory, or any portion af the same, shall be received into 
the Umen, with or without slavery, as their constitution 
may prescribe at the time of their admission.”’ 


Mr. GIDDINGS. It is unnecessary that I 
should say | am opposed to the bill. 1 wish to 
call the attention of the committee to that part 
which says what future Congresses shall do, and | 
what they shall not do. Such a provision is ut- 
terly and palpably at variance with the construc- 
tion which every statesman has ever given to the | 
Consutauon. 

[he absurdity of the proposition that to legis- 
late for those who shall come after us, or attempt 
to determine what our successors shall do in rela- | 
tion to the admission or rejection of a State with | 
slavery or without slavery, appears to me absurd. 
Itgtrikes me that no member of the House will 
be willing to place his name upon the record in || 
favor of such @ proposition; particularly would | | 
suppose that to be the case at the present time, 
when every man upon the opposite side of the 
House has taken the posilion that the most solemn 
obligation of a former Congress, entered into | 
under peculiar circumstances, shall be disregarded, 
trampled upon, and repudiated. Am I to stand | 
here and gravely enact what my successors shall 
do in relation to admitting States from this Terri- 
tory, with or without slavery, when the record 
of this discussion will bear to our successors the 
fact that the doctrine has been gravely and sol- 
emnly denied in our debates, and in this very bill, 
which declares the Missouri compromise inopera- 
tive and void? Every member who sustains it 
has taken the ground that all former attempts to 
bind a subsequent Congress are held in contempt. | 
When we see this in the bill before us, can we | 
turn around and embrace in it directions to such | 

future Congresses as may have the question before 
them, and instruct them to admit such States as | 
may apply for admission, with just such consti- | 
tutions as they may happen to present? 

Sir, if we possess the right or the power to do 
that, this bill is itself an cenalieen for it denies 
the power. Lask if gentlemen will maintain such 
inconsistencies? Do they suppose they can make 
the people believe these absurdities? Wall gen- | 
tlemen place such contradictions upon thegecord, | 
and with the expectation that the people will not 
detectthem? ‘The bill itself on its very face de- 
nies the obligation which former Congresses have | 
attempted to impose upon us; and having repudi- | 
ated that, it attempts to bind those who shall come | 
afterus. Sir, gentlemen may make any attempts | 
in that direction which they may please, but I tell | 
them that all such attempts to bind our successors | 
in future times will be in vain; they will repudiate | 
all your efforts to guide their action. When they | 
see that we have disregarded the will of our pre- || 
decessors, who in 1820 consecrated this territory | 
to freedom, they will repudiate this very act. You 
may say to them that these new States shall come | 
in with or without slavery, as they themselves | 
may determine, but your instructions will be in 
vain. You'may say that they shall not legislate | 
upon this subject in future; but, gentlemen, they 
will meet you on this point; the free States will || 
make their voices heard on a subject in which 
they will have so much interest. ‘The question 
will go before the people ere that period shall ar- | 
rive; the popular voice will be heard, and the pop- 
ular influence will be felt, and the popular will | 
understood, by men who shall hold seats here | 
when these States apply for admission. 

Gentlemen who now appear to feel themselves 
clothed with powers to condemn ail past action of | 
our predecessors, and to guide all future action of | 
our successors, will be likely to hear the voice of 
popular indignation, pronouncing the dread sen- 
tence of ** depart, ye politically accursed, into outer 
darkness,”’ 

Gentlemen may understand that we of the North 
recognize no obligation to associate in this body 
with Representatives from new slave States. | 
think the last slave State has been admitted. We |! 


want no more Representatives in this Hall, unless 
they are the Representatives of freemen. Gentle- 
men cannot palm off upon us a proposition so much 
opposed to the feelings and sentiments of a major- 
ity of the peofle of the Union. No, sir. ° When 
these States come in, they must come as free States. 
We want no more Representatives of slavery; we 
must have Representatives of freemen, or none at 
all. 

Now it strikes me that this proposition is so 
palpably just, that | almost expect the support of 
gentlemen upon the other side of the House. I 
look to their support with some degree of confi- 
dence. They must vote for this amendment if 
they intend to maintain consistency of action. 
Their avowed doctrines are distinctly in favor of 


the amendment; and I am notat liberty to suppose | 


they will reject an amendment in such accordance 
with the whole tenor of their action. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. | am opposed to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Ohio, and hope it will 
be rejected. 1am not, however, disposed to dis- 
cuss it, and I therefore give the balance of my five 
minutes to the committee. . 

The question now being on Mr. Gippines’s 
amendment, 

Mr. BENNETT. I demand tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Sarr and 
HAMILTON were appointed. . 

The question was then taken on Mr. Gippines’s 
amendment; and it was decided in the negative, 
the tellers having reported—ayes 53, noes not 
counted. 

Mr. WALLEY. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
strike from the first section the words ** be, and 
the same is hereby,”’ and in lieu thereof to insert 
the words ‘* shall not, during the year 1854, be,”’ 
so that, if the amendment be adopted, the section 
will read, ‘‘ thence down the main channel of said 
river to the place of beginning, shall not, during 
the year 1854, be created into a temporary gov- 
ernment by the name of the Territory of Ne- 
braska.”’ 

1 do not wish, Mr. Chairman, that any friend 
of this bill should regard the amendment which | 
submit as a frivolous one. It is not so intended 
by me. It is intended asa substantial amendment, 
And for the purpose of testing the sense of the 
committee on the question involved, I propose it 


| to the committee, and through the committee I 


wish to have it understocd by the country that it 
has been proposed as the olive branch of peace. 
Mr. Chairman, this House of Representatives 


| was not elected on the issue which is now engross- 
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ing our thoughts, our hearts, and our feelings. 


Members were sent here to transact the ordinary 
business of the country; if need be, to create the 
Territory of Nebraska; and if there be occasion 
for more than one Territory, to form two, by the 
names of Nebraska and Kansas, or what not. I 
put it to this committee, I] put it to the friends of 
this measure, | put it to their own consciences, that 
we were not sent here 

Mr. RICHARDSON. 
order. 

The CHAIRMAN. What is the gentleman’s 
peint of order? 





I call the gentleman to 


Mr. RICHARDSON. The gentleman is not 


discussing the proposition involved in his amend- 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts proposes that the bi!i shall take effect 


at a future period, and is stating his reasons why | 


the amendment should be adopted. 
of the opinion that the gentleman is in order. 

Mr. WALLEY. I do not intend to travel one 
iota, one hair’s breadth from the line of.order. I 
say, with great deference to the gentleman who 
has interrupted me, that I am strictly in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will pro- 


ceed. 

Mr. WALLEY. Allow me to say to this 
committee, that we are unprepared to act upon this 
matter now; we were not elected for this purpose; 
and if gentlemen do not agree with me in this 
sentiment now, they will be convinced that I am 
right before the present year closes. 

I am telling gentlemen what I know from what 
I hear, and from what my constituents write to 
me. I have letters from the most conservative 
men in Massachusetts, from men who have stood 


by the institutions of this country, and by all the | 


compromises faithfully and fearlessly, and they 


tell me ** you are periling everything; pray tell || tion does not prohibit it 


The Chair is | 
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us, cannot you make the South undesstand that 
they are jeopardizing their own interests, as well 
as the interests of the whole country ?’’ 

Such is the language that is written to me by 
men who have been the most conservative men in 
Boston and in Massachusetts, up to the present 
time, and I have offered this amendment for the 
purpose of saying to the friends of this bill, to 
those who wish to rush it through the present 
Congress with hot haste, that I ask them to pauce 
until there have been elections held, until the peo- 
pte shall have spoken in their | rimary assemblies 
on this question, unul we have heard from our 
constituents North and South. Why, sir, I re- 
ceived a jetter from a friend in North Carolina, 
this morning, saying that hesympathizes with me 
in the views expressed in my speech the other 
day, and that the South were making a mistake, 
in his judgment, upon thig matter, and [ am well 
convinced that vast numbers of southern people 
cherish widely different sentiments from those 
which are urged upon this floor, and pressed upon 





{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BRIDGES. 1 am opposed to the amend- 
ment, and ask for a vote upon it. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I call for tellers 
on the amendment. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. WueeLeR 
and Bripces were appointed. 

The question was then put; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 77, noes 103. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. PECKHAM. 1 wish to offer the follow- 
ing amendment in the sixth line of the first section 
of this bill, after the words ‘ to wit,’’ strike out 
all, including the word “ beginning,’’ in the seven- 
teenth line, and insert the following: 

Beginning at a point on the western boundary of fhe 
State of Missouri where the thirty seventh parailelof north 
latitude crosses the same ; thence westward on said parallel 
to the eastern boundary of New Mexico; thence north on 
said boundary to latttude 38° ; thence following said bound 
ary westward to the east boundary of Utah, or the summit 
of the Rocky Mountains ; thence on said summit northward 
to the forty- ninth parallel of north latitude ; thence east on 
said parallel to the western boundary of Minnesota; thence 
southward on said boundary to the Mississippi river; 
thence down the main channel of said river to the place of 
beginning. 

This amendment includes both Nebraska and 
Kansas, and hence makes one instead of two ter- 
ritorial governments. 

I offer this amendment in good faith, not ex- 
pecting, however, that it will be carried in this 
committee; because I perceive that there is a ma- 
jority in favor of doing what the chairman of the 
Committee on Territories [Mr. Ricuarpson]} an- 
nounced should be the order of business—that is, 
to votedown every amendment proposed, 

The CHAIRMAN. The rentleman from New 
York must confine his remarks to the amendment 
he offers. 

Mr. PECKHAM. I will endeavor to do so. 
The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Ricnarpson] 
said that he proposed to organize two ‘Territories 
now, for the reason that if he omitted to do so he 
anticipated another fight in an attempt to organize 
another, and hence he intended to organize two 
now. Why now? Because, if there should be 
another fight, on which side will be the victory is 
not doubtful. Is the gentleman afraid to leave 
this question to the popular voice? He advocates 
the doctrine of popular sovereignty with great 
energy. He claims to rely upon that principle as 
sustaining this bill, but he has not the courage to 
act upon his principle, and trust the popular sover- 
eignty to decide whether we shall have two Terri- 
tories or one. Such a position has never before 
been taken in this House, nor in any legislative 
body, in my belief,as the one here announced by 
the gentleman—in effect that they will legislate, 
not upon the merits of the bill, not for the wants 
of the country, not for its mnterests or its welfare, 
but simply because they chance to have the power, 
it shall be exercised while they have it to organize 
two Territories over this land where it is not de- 
nied, in fact it is virtually conceded, that only one 
territorial government is required, as it ig not pre- 
tended that there are inhabitants enough in the 
whole territory now to form a small village. 

Sir, the gentleman might as well go one step 
further—his position will carry him there—he 
might as well admit both these Territories as 
States now. It may save strife, and the Constitu- 
This organizing two 
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‘Terrttories, when he concedes that only one is 
necessary, from the scarcity of population, is at 
war with the action of this Government as to 
Territories from its earliest history to the present 
day. ‘The practice has been uniform to divide 
territories as the increase of population required 
it. The whole Northwest Territory, northwest 
of the Ohio river, was organized under one gov- 
ernment at first, from which five States are now 
formed. ‘This was afterwards divided into other 
Territories as the increased population demanded. 
Indiana Verritory, which was very extensive, 
was first organized in the same manner. Out of 
Indiana Territory was taken Michigan Territory ; 
and from Michigan was taken Wisconsin, and so 
on. Soin 1848, a territorial government for Oregon 
was formed, and, as population increased in 1853, 
Washington Territory was formed from a part of 
Oregon. 


Now, however, a new course of policy is to be 
adopted, andata heavy and unnecessary annual 
expense, to be paid by this Government, about 
$100,000 perannum foreach territorial government. 
We are to have two, when only one is required, 
simply because the gentleman fears another con- 
test. He has not the courageto risk it. I speak 
of courage in a political sense—not otherwise, of 
course, as | know the gentleman to be a true man 
m every respect. The only merit in such legisla- 
tion, | believe, is its novelty; and in this progress- 
ive age perhaps that is a merit—— 

{Efere the hammer fell. 

Mr. WRIGHT, of Pennsylvania. 1 object to 
the amendment of the gentleman from New York, 
on the ground that these Territories are too large 
to be embraced under the one government. 

The question being on the adoption of the 
amendment, 

‘Tellers were called for and ordered; and Messrs. 


Cnanpier, and Harris of Alabama, were ap- | 


pointed. 

The question was taken; and the tellers reported 
—ayes 83, noes 100. 

So theamendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. MACE. 
ing words of the first section of the House bill: 

** And when admitted as a State or States, the said Ter 
rilory, or any portion of the same, shall be received into 


the Union, with or without slavery, as their constitution may 
preseribe at the time of their admission,”’ 


the following words: 


And the Territorial Legislature shall have power to | 


admit or exclude slavery at any time by law. 


Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. I hope the gentleman 


will allow the amendment to be reported from the | 


Clerk’s desk, so that we may all know whatit is. 
‘The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would request 


rentlemen who have amendments to offer to re- 


duce them to writing, so that they may be read 
from the Clerk’s desk. 

The amendment was again reported. 

Mr. MACE. 
propose the following amendment to the bill under 
consideration: Insertafter the word ‘tadmission,”’ 
in the first section: 

And the Legislature of said Territory is hereby clothed 


I propose to add to the follow- 


Mr. Chairman, in good faith | 
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with full power, at any session thereof, to establish or pro- || 


hibit slavery in said Territory. 


ndiana. With them, and in my State, the bur- 


den of the song on the part of the friends of the | 
bill is, that it establishes the great doctrine of pop- | 

Ter. 
ritory are left ** perfectly free,’’ through the Ter- | 


ular sovereignty, whereby the people of the 


ritorial Legislature, to admit or reject slavery. 

i know, and every man knows who has read 
the bill carefully, that it does not, and was not 
intended to confer the power upon the Territorial 


Legislature to pass laws rejecting slavery or | 
But if in this | am mistaken, and | 


admitting it. 
the friends of the bill are, in fact, in favorof pop- 


ular sovereignty, and more particularly the friends | 
of General Cass, the father of the doctrine of | 


popular or in the Territories, the com- 
mittee will readily adopt my amendment, and 
relieve the bill of all doubt as to the power of the 
Territorial Legislature over the question of slavery. 


But, sir, full well do | know that the amendment | 
will be rejected, not by the vote of the members | 


acting with me against the bill, but by the friends 


of the bill, the pretended friends of popular sover- | 
1 desire to place on the record the fact || 


eignty. 


that the friends of the bill did most directly and 
distinctly repudiate the doctrineof ** squatter,’ or 
popular sovereignty, while those who act with me 
support it to the fullest extent, so far as this bill 
is concerned. 

It has been said that the following clause of the 
fourteenth section of the bill confers the power 
upon the Legislature to legislate on the subject of 
slavery, to wit: 

‘It being the true intent and meaning of this act not to 
legislate slavery into any ‘Territory or State, nor to exclude 
it therefrom, but to leave the people thereof perfectly free 
to form and regulate their domestic institutions in their 
own way, subject only to the Constitution of the United 
States.” 

Now, what is the true construction placed upon 
this southern clause of the bill by its friends, and 
perhaps others? It is, thatthe people of the Terri- 
tory, when they form a State constitution, and not 
before, are ** left perfectly free to form and regulate 
their domestic institutions (which means slavery) 
in their own way, SUBJECT ONLY TO THE ConsTI- 
TUTION OF THE Untrep Srares.’’ The vote on 
my amendment will demonstrate that | have placed 
the eonstruction upon this clause intended by 
those who concocted the bill. ‘*Squatter sover- 
eignty’’ has no vitality in the bill; all she hasis a 


short, high sounding, well adjusted little stump | 


speech, put in to enable venal presses and cross- 
roadsstump orators to deceive the people. The 
bill, in fact, is nothing more nor less than an ordi- 


nary bill establishing Territories, such as has in | 


the main been adopted since the organization of 
Territories, except the repeal! of the Missouri com- 
promise act, and the provision granting foreigners 
the right to vote as soon as they make the decla- 
ration to become citizens. Members from the free 
States argue that it does not admit slavery; mem- 
bers from the slave States argue the reverse, with 
the further declaration that slavery will not go into 
the Territory on account of the soil and climate. 
The truth is, that slavery will go into the Terri- 
tories of Kansas and Nebraska both, if the bill 
passes in its present form. 

For proof of this assertion, I assume the fact, 
and defy contradiction, that there is not a Chris- 
tian country or Government on earth where slavery 


and involuntary servitude does not exist, unless | 


oe prohibited by law. Allthe States of this 
l 


against it did not exist. 

Remove the slavery restriction in Ohio, Indi- 
ana, and Illinois, and all of those States would 
have slavery, ina few years, equal to Maryland, 
Kentucky, or Tennessee. 

Mr. ENGLISH. Will my colleague vote for 
the bill if his amendment is adopted. 

Mr. MACE. Iwill. Lam safe in making the 
pledge, because | know the amendment will be 
rejected by the friends of the bill, or, if adopted, it 
will defeat the bill. 


ment, that the vote was, for the amendment 76, 
against it 94; but one friend of the bill voted for 
the amendment, and that was my colleague, [Mr. 
Eneuisu. } 

Mr. WARREN obtained the floor, but yielded 


|| to 
This amendment is offered for the purpose of | 
testing the sincerity of western members who sup- | 


we the bill, and espeeially my colleagues from | 


Mr. ENGLISH, who said: | desire to ask my 


colleague one question. If your ainendment is 
adopted, will you vote for this bill? 

Mr. MACE. I will. 

Mr. ENGLISH. Then, for one, I shall vote 
for the amendment, because the same principle 
which | warmly approve, is substantially incor- 
porated in the Senate bill, now pending as a 
substitute for this House bill, and which I have 
no doubt will be adopted. I understand the 
friends of Nebraska intend passing the substitute, 
and not the original House bill, which my col- 
league proposes toamend. We shall see when 
the vote is taken on adopting the substitute, 
whether he will stand by the principle of his 
amendment. 


Mr. WARREN. [am opposed to the amend- 


| ment ofthe gentleman from Indiana, because! do 


not want to abolish the ground for making these 


| stump speeches. 


The amendment was again reported; and the 
question being upon its adoption, 

Mr. MACE demanded tellers; which were 
ordered; and Messrs. Carpenter and Breckin- 
RIDGE were appointed. 

‘The question was then taken on Mr. Mace’s 


BE. 


nion, where slavery does not exist, would have | 
slavery to a greater or less extent, if a prohibition || 


'| ties of making Kansas free soil. 


1 will add, as | have revised | 
my remarks since the vote was taken on the amend- | 
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amendment; and it was decided in the Nevative 
the tellers having reported—ayes 76, noes 94.” 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. PARKER. Mr. Chairman, 1 move to 
strike out all after the words “beginning at,” jp 
the sixth, and the whole of the seventh line, and 
in lieu thereof, to insert the words ‘*a point ii 
the Missouri river where the parallel of 420 3) 
crosses the same.” 

This runs the north boundary of Kansas some 
degrees further north. The only difficulty, sir 
which we have in this bill, amounting to any. 
thing, is the one in reference to the subject of 
slavery. My amendment looks directly to that 
It will be observed, by a reference to the map 
which gentlemen have before them in the Con. 

| gressional Directory, that the Territory of Kansas 
_ ties to the extreme south of the unorganized 
region, and, as adjusted in the bill, immediately 
west of Missouri, and is not more than one fourth 
as large as the Territory of Nebraska. There ig 
a vast difference in the magnitude of the two Ter. 
ritories. Kansas is to the south. I wish to ryy 
it up further north, and lap it also upon lowa. If 
slavery would go into any portion of that unor- 
ganized territory, it would be most apt to go into 
the Territory of Kansas, and would decrease «in 
rejative strength as you leave the southern border 
and go north. The great body of the population 
/ which will push out there will, of necessity, and 
unquestionably, go into the southern part of the 
unorganized Territory. That is to say, it would 
strike into the Kansas, not the Nebraska region. 

My object is to run farther north that southern 
portion, 90 as to be sure of securing a clear pre- 
ponderence of inhabitants from the northern and 
free States on their emigration to the country, to 
the end that, if the subject of slavery be referred, 
as you propose to refer it, to the people there, sla- 
very may be excluded from that Territory. 

1 have no disguise whatever about the object | 
have in view in presenting this amendment. | 
wish gentlemen from the free States to understand 
it perfeetly, and then let them take the responsi- 
bility, and vote against it with their eyes open. 
North of the line that I propose as the northern 
boundary of Kansas, there will be very few in- 
habitants, I presume, for many years to come. It 
hes north of the range of all the stream of travel 
towards the Pacific coast, as I understand it. It 


|| lies north, as I understand it, of nearly all the 


| white population that is there at this time. It lies 
north of where the great body of the population 
will go for a long time to come. 
Just in proportion as you multiply the popula- 
| tion south of the line I propose, and north of the 
one now in the bill, will you multiply the probabili- 
y And that is my 
object in offering the amendment. The great ob- 
ject that I have had in view from first to last 
is simply to hold back slavery from this region, 
and has not been to prevent the organization of 
the Territory. I desire that it shall be organized. 
{ voted in the last Congress for its organization. 
There was great unanimity in that vote—no ex- 
citement or ill feeling, for this slavery fire-brand 
was not then thrown in. But I do object, and the 
whole North objects to this virgin soil—dedicated 
_ long ago to freedom—being now made the abode 
| of slaves. 

Southern gentlemen tell us that they have no 
idea that slavery will ever go into this Territory, 

/and in that I differ from them altogether; that 
their object is simply to wipe off from the statute- 
book an offensive restriction that has remained 
there for years, and to establish a principle that 

| they may avail themselves of hereafter. If that 
be really their sole object, my amendment does 
not affect that object in the least. And if they 
are sincere in what they say—and it is not for me 

‘to question their sincerity—they can have no ob- 
jection to my position of the line. : 

The gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. 
Brooks] asks me if I will support the bill if my 
amendment be adopted. I answer, no, never, 8° 
long as it aims at the repeal of the Missouri com- 
promise. Let that stand in full force as it has for 
a full generation, and let the foreigner who hon- 
estly seeks a home there, and so declares his in- 
tention, have the privileges of an American citt- 
zen, as I think he should, in such a case, every- 
where amongst us; and leaping over all else in the 
bill that may be objectionable, { will then go for 

| it with both hands up. 
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Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Being unable to 
cree with my friend from Indiana in his facts, 
his arguments, or his conclusions, | am con- 
etrained to oppose his amendment, and I ask for 
‘ yote upon it. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I ask for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Rircmte, of | 
Pennsylvania, and Hittyer, were appointed. 

The question was then taken, and the ‘tellers 
norted—ayes 66, noes So. 

Sp the amendment was rejected. ‘ 
Mr. FLAGLER. I offer the following amend- 
ment, to come in at the end of the sixth section: 

And this act shall not take effect until the rights of the 


Jndians in said Territories shall be extinguished in the 
anuer provided by this section, 


re 


This very section prescribes a way of extin- 
guishing the title of these Indian tribes. It presup- 
noses that it can be accomplished, and therefore 
it ig that in this act we are opening a door for the 
admission of white men. Now, considering the 
circumstances under which so many of these tribes 
have been located there, and the solemn guarantee 
which has been extended to them that they should 
there dwell unmolested, so long as they existed | 
as tribes, it does.seem to me that this act should 
take effect only upon the removal of this great ob- 
stacle in the way of our organizing the territorial 
governments prescribed by this bill. I offer this as 
an additional reason for delay, and I would join 
my voice with my friend from Massachusetts [Mr. 
W axe] in doing it. 

Another reason why this committee should not 
persist in their efforts to press through this objec- 
tionable bill is, that it not only violates the princi- 
ples of the Missouri compromise, but it contem- 
nlates an invasion of the rights of the Indians of 
these Territories, and extends an invitation to 
white men to invade their hunting grounds pledged 
to them forever. I submit this amendment to the 
friends of the bill. The rights of these red men 
should be held sacred. Are they willing to give 
up their homes in this wilderness? The bill seems 
to anticipate it, and prescribes a method of remov- 
ing this difficulty; but who can tell when it will 
be accomplished? Until it is done, the operations | 
of this bill should be suspended. 

And, meanwhile, the action of the people can be | 
had, and their will can be expressed in reference 
to the merits of all the questions involved in this 
measure. We shall then not merely guess at, || 
but know what they desire to have done. I offer | 
this amendment in good faith, as one very import- 
ant, in my judgment, to be incorporated into the 
bill, and one which, if adopted, will do some- 
thing towards removing the objections which gen- | 
tlemen have to its passage. We ought to give 
tume for the sense of the people to be expressed in 
the matter, 

Mr. HAMILTON. I am opposed to the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from New 
York, and shall vote against it. 

The question being on the adoption of the | 
amendment, 

Mr. CAMPBELL demanded tellers. | 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Brooks and | 
WHEELER were appointed. {| 

The question was taken; and the tellers re- | 
ported—ayes 63, noes 84. | 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 4 


Mr. FULLER. I propose an amendment to || 
the first section of the bill, to come in after the |! 
word ‘ Nebraska,’’ in the eighteenth line: 


And the Territorial Legislature shall have the power to 
establish or exclude slavery as to them shall seem proper. 


Asa national Democrat, and the only one that 
came into the Thirty-First Congress from New 
England, as an anti-Wilmot proviso man, I am | 
anxious to vote for this bill. If the amendment 
which I have offered shall be adopted, I shall vote 
for it; if it does not prevail, | shall vote against it, | 
as at present advised. And, sir, in the spirit of 
kindness, I ask some of those gentlemen who 


dune 


stood by me in the Thirty-First Congress, and \| 


there are several such from the southern section 
of the Union upon this floor now, to yield a little 
for the sake of Sonim: 1 helped make the com- 
promises of that period. I, sir, voted for every | 
one of the five so-called compromise measures of 

1850, and when three men only from the slave 

States did vote for all of them, and onl twenty- 

seven men in that Congress voted for all 


of them. || 
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upon the ground that it gives to the people of the 
Territory the right to legislate for themselves upon 
the subject of slavery while in a territorial state. 
I declare myself here to be the friend and advo- 
cate of that doctrine, and it is because this bill 
does not establish this great American principle, 
and vindicate this doctrine, that | am opposed to 
it in its present shape. 

The distinguished gentleman from Alabama, 
(Mr. Puivuipes,} in his speech upon this subject, 
has stated the true reading of this bill, and the 
reason why it was made so. 1 quote his re- 


marks: 


** Now, itis admitted that a difference of opinion exists 
between the different sections of the Confederacy, as to the 
period when the right of the people of the Territory to act 
upon the subject of the admission or exclusion of slavery 
arises. On the one hand, it is said that this right exists as 
soon as the territorial organization takes place; on the other 
it is maintained that it is in abeyance until the people pro 
ceed to establish a State government.’ 


Again he says: 


“The bill refers the question of legislation on the subject 
of slavery to the people of the Territories. One side main 
tains that such legislation would not be authorized until 
the formation of a State government; the other, that it 
would be as soon asthe territorial governmnentis organized. 
Bui whether the one or the other be correct, depends upon 
the Constitution. The bill expressly (though ununecessa- 
rily) declares that their legislauon shall be ‘ subject to the 
Constitution of the United States.’ And the difference 
thus existing as to the appropriate period of legislating on 
this subject is left to be decided by the judicial tribunals of 
the country, according to constitutional right, and the sup- 
port of the bill involves no compromise or concession by 
either side.”? 

The right of popular sovereignty, or the right 
of the people to legislate on this vexed question 
for themselves, is the thing, the idea in dispule, and 
is left by the bill still in doubt, and is referred not 
to the pene but to the courts for settlement. In 
other words, ‘‘it is the play of Hamlet,”’ with the 
character of Hamlet omitted by special request! 
The men in my State who are in favor of this 
bill, support it upon the ground, and with the 
entire belief, that when the Territory is organized, 
then is the point of time that the people have a 
right to determine that question for themselves. 
Now, sir, | wash my hands of any attempt to 
deceive them upon this vital point in the bill. 

With this amendment voted down, the equivo- 
cal language of the bill, and the quoted construction 


| placed upon it by an able jurist, who hereafter 


will contend that this bill gives the right, which is 
claimed for it? My constituents shall not be de- 
ceived by me. I avow here in my place, that | am 
an advocate of the doctrine of popular sovereignty 
upon the ground of expediency and the fitness of 
things; and when the bill shall be made to conform 


to it, it shall have my vote; but unless it does I vote | 


against it. If we of the North give up the restric- 
tion of 1821, give up the Utah and New Mexican 
bills, canonized as is their language, by the plighted 
faith of the country, expressed in their two great 
presidential conventions, what do we get in ex- 
change? Why, the chance of a law suit, if the 
question shall be raised. 
Mr. RIDDLE. Iam opposed to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from M 
take up the time of the committee by giving my 
reasons why I am opposed to it. 
Mr. FARLEY. 


amendment. 


The amendment was again reported; and the | 


uestion being upon its adoption, 

Mr.WASHB 
which were ordered; and Messrs. Drum and Grey 
appointed. 


The question was taken; and the tellers reported 


—ayes 75, noes 91. 
So the amendment was not agreed to. 


Mr. ELIOT, of Massachusetts. 


the words ‘* without slavery.” 
After the votes which have been alread 


complete. 


aine, but I will not | 


Il call for the reading of the | 


RN,of Maine, demanded tellers; 


Mr. Chair- 
|; man, I move to strike out the words ‘*‘ with or 
without slavery, as their constitution may pre- 
scribe at the time of their admission,’’ and insert 


taken 
in the committee upon this portion of the first sec- 
tion of the bill, I regret that I cannot anticipate 
that gentlemen will receive with favor the amend- 
ment I have offered. But 1 have presented it, in 
order that the committee may express themselves 
fully upon this subject, that the legislation here 
on that part of this section may be sound and 


? The gentleman from Ohio (Mr. Grpmes] pro- | 
This bill has been advocated at the North solely || posed an amendment striking out all that portion '' provision of the ordinance of 1787, which ex- 
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of the section referring to the subject of slavery. 
That was voted down by the committee. 

The gentleman from Maine [Mr. Futter] came 
forward with the declaration in advance that he 
would vote for the bill if his amendment were 
adopted, and moved to give the Territorial Legis- 
lature the right to say that slavery shall not exist 
within the Territory. The committee refused its 
assent to that amendment. Now, sir, the major- 
ity of the committee may go one step further, as 
they will do, if they vote against my amendment, 
and say that this Territory shall notcome into the 
Union as a State without slavery ! 

There are gentlemen on this floor from Missouri 
who have been voting against those who oppose 

his bill. How did they come here, unless b 
virtue of that compromise which makes their land 
the land of freedom? Now, sir, let them come up 
to the mark, if they see fit so to do, and say, so 
far as it depends onthem and their votes, that this 
Territory, secured to freedom when Missouri was 
admitted as a slave State, shall not itself be re- 
ceived into these United States without slavery! 

Then the committee will have all the questions 
passed upon. They will have decided that Con- 
gress ought to say something upon the subject of 
slavery. They will have decided that the Terri- 
torial Legislature shall not settle and determine 
this matter for themselves. And if they now vote 
down this amendment, they will decide that the 
Territory shall not, without slavery, be received 
as a State. 

Mr. Chairman, | hope the committee are not 
prepared to say that. There are votes enough on 
this floor, more votes than will pass this bill, that 
would not have been here,as J believe, except for 
the fact that this territory was consecratee to free- 
dom. Whata return is this for the compromise, 
for the concession made in 1820! 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. In the course of 
this debate, great emphasis has been laid by the 
members from Massachusetts upon the obligatory 
force of the Missouri compromise. The gentle- 


| man, in proposing his amendment now, has laid 


great stress on that point. Now, sir, it so hap- 
pens that in 1836, upon the admission of Arkansas, 
which was a part of the territory embraced within 
that compromise, Massachusetts spoke on this 
floor with very great emphasis. I desire to call 
the attention of the committee to what one of her 
most distinguished men said upon that occasion, 
and with the approbation, as the vote shows, of 
her entire delegation. This is an extract from 
the speech of Mr. Cushing. [Roars of laughter. } 
He spoke for his party then, and for Massa- 
chusetts too, as the vote shows. So the laugh is 
out of place: 

* It is demanded of ug. Do you seek to impose restric 
tions on Arkansas, in violation of the compromise under 
which Missouri was admitted into the Union? [ might 
content myself with replying that the State of Massachu 
setts was not a party to that compromise. She never, 
directly or indirectly, assented to it. Most of her Repre 
sentatives in Congress voted against it. Those of her Rep- 
resentatives who regarded that compromise in the tight of 
an act of conciliation, important to the general interests of 
the Union, and voted for it, were disavowed and denounced 
at home, and were stigmatized even here by a southern 
member as over-compliant towards the exactingness of the 


South.” 


Mr. PECKHAM. I would ask the gentleman 
from Virginia if he reads from the speech of that 
gentleman as the organ of the present Administra- 
tion? (Laughter. } 

Mr. BAYLY. My friend from New York is 
too sagacious not to see the point that | am 
making; it is to show that at that time a distin- 
guished Représentative from Massachusetts, sus- 
tained by his delegation, thus spoke of the Mis- 
souri compromise. I take great pleasure in 
saying, further, that I have reason to believe that 
the gentleman from whom I have quoted is con- 
sistent, and that he thinks to-day, as he thought in 
1836, that there is no obligatory force in the Mis- 
souri compromise. a 

Mr. ELIOT. I call for tellers on my amend- 
ment. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mesers. Mayart and 
Puiuirs appointed. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I move to strike out the 
nineteenth, twentieth, and twenty-first lines, and 
insert the following: 

Provided, That there shall be neither slavery nor invol- 
untary servitude therein, except for punishment of erime. 


A few of those who advocated that time-revered 
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cludes slavery from the Territories of the United \| 


Siates, have survived to make their voices heard 


in this Hall. Ll am one of them—one of the | 


spared monuments! 

i came here to-day to assert the right of Con- 
gress to exclude slavery and involuntary servitude, 
except to punish crime, from this Territory, and 
all the Territories belonging to the American 
people. It is a power that has been recognized 
and exercised by every Administration of this Gov- 
ernment from its organization until the present 
time. Itis a power that has been acknowledged 
by statesmen whose memories we hold near and 
dear. Mr. Webster asserted it. Mr. Clay as- 
serted it. Other great men of all parties asserted 
it. 

* I need not say thatthe amendment I have offered 
is in the language of that God-like provision 
penned by the immortal Jefferson. Gentlemen 
may sneer as much as they please, and as they 
have done to-day, about the proviso having been 
discarded; but let me tell them that there is a spirit 
abroad in thie free land which will soon rear aloft 


a standard upon which this very principle will be | 


inseribed, if you dare, with ruthless hand, to-day, 
destroy the compromise of 1820. 


resentatives of the people. I think | may be per- 


mitted to say, that, so faras | have participated in | 


this struggle, | have deceived no man from the 


North, the South, the East, or the West. My 


opposition has been as frank and open as it has | 


been unceasing and determined. 
{ desire to say now, to each and to every mem- 


ber, if this bill paeses, that for one I shall return | 
to my constituents, not as I have done heretofore, | 


with a view of pursuing a conciliatory course 1n 


relation to the institution and evils of slavery, but | 
I will, so far as | have the power, wage an unre- | 
lenting and ceaseless war against it to the furthest 


limits of the Constitution. 

A Voice. You go to the bitter end. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Ay, to the bitter end. I 
will violate no provision of the Constitution which 
J have sworn to support; but | will, in my humble 
sphere, raise the standard of no admission into 
the Union of any State from this territory, secured 


to freedom, as it was, by the patriotic compromise | 


of 1820, or from any ether now held or hereafter 


acquired, which shall not contain in its constitu- | 
tion an unequivocal provision excluding human 


slavery; the repeal of. 
| Here the hammer fell.] 


Mr. PRESTON. Iam opposed to the amend- 


ment proposed by the gentleman from Ohio. | 
announce that fact, and desire a vote upon it. 
Mr. CAMPBELL demanded tellers. 


Mr. WASHFPURN, of Maine, (at two o’clock || 
and fifty minuces, p.m.) Mr. Chairman. I move || 
that the committee do now rise. We have been | 


already here six hours. 


Mr. WHEELER demanded tellers. 
‘Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. WasnpurN 


of Maine, and Tayior of New York, appointed. | 
The question was taken; and the tellers reported | 


—ayes 67, noes 91. 
So the committee refused to rise. 


‘Tellers were then ordered upon the amendment | 
of Mr. Campsexz; and Messrs. Bocock and Ben- | 


NETT appointed. 
The question was then put; and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes fifty; not a majority of a quorum. 
So the amendment was not agreed to. 


Mr. RICHARDSON, We have had a pretty || 
long session. I therefore move thas the committee | 


do now rise. 


The question was put; and the motion was | 


agreed to. 


So the committee rose; and the Speaker having | 
resumed the chair, the Chairman of the committee | 


[Mr. Orns} reported that the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union had, according 
to order, had the state of the Union generally 
under consideration, and more particularly House 
bill No. 236, to organize the Territories of Ne- 


braska and Kanar* and had come to no conclu- | 


sion thereon. 


Mr. CAMPBE 


now adjourn. 


I move that the House do 


The question was put; and the motion was | 


agreed to. 
The House accoramgly, at three o'clock, p. m., 
adjourned until Monday next. 


I came here, | 
sir, to practice no deceit, no fraud upon the Rep- | 


the 
|| report is made, will be the first committee to be 
| called when committees are again called for reports. | 

No objection being made, the bill was received, | 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpary, May 22, 1854. 


The House met at twelve o’clock,m. Prayer 


by Rev. Wititiam H. Mirseryn. 


Oh Thou, the high and mighty Ruler of the 
universe, devoutly we implore thy blessing to rest 
upon this House, again about to enter upon one 
of the most arduous and memorable struggles the 
country has ever known, Help every member to 
keep cool, calm, and self-possessed, remembering 
that the angry man gives his adversary the ad- 
vantage, and the enraged party compromises its 
truest interests. Assist every man to cooperate 
with the Speaker and Chairman in preserving 
order, recollecting that the eyes of the country 
are fixed upon this House, and that the deep inter- 
ests of the country are involved in the deliberations 
of this Congress. May every man dare to do his 
duty, and abide the issues of his conscious con- 
victions, we pray, through Jesus Christ. 

The Journal of Saturday was read and approved. 


IMPROVEMENT OF WESTERN RIVERS. 
The SPEAKER laid before the Houge a com- 
munication from the W ar Department,transmitting 


| a report of the Colonel of the Corps of Topograph- 


ical Engineers, in compliance with the resolution 
of the House of Representatives of the 4th ultimo, 
** that the Secretary of War be requested to com- 


| municate to this House the inspection report of 


Colonel 8S. H. Long, of December 20, 1853, and 
such other communication as may have been made 
by him in reference to the improvements of west- 
ern rivers, since the passage of the act of August 
30, 1852; and alsoa copy of Lieutenant Warren’s 
report of the operations on the Des Moines and 


| Rock River rapids in the Mississippi river, to- 


gether with any maps, charts, or diagrams of sur- 


vey made by the last named officer during the | 


past year.”’ 

The report included all the papers called for, 
with the exception of Lieutenant a report, 
which was not yet prepared. 

On motion by Mr. HENN, it was 

Ordered, That the communication be referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
The SPEAKER. The business first in order 


| is the call of States for resolutions, beginning with 
| the Territory of New Mexico. 


POSTAL SERVICES FOR CALIFORNIA, ETC. 

Mr. McDOUGALL. 
consent of the House to report from the Commit- 
tee on the Post Officeand Post Roads a bill, for the 


|| purpose of having it printed. It is important that 
| the bill should be acted upon before the next 


mail leaves for California. 
Mr. LETCHER. Let the bill be read. 
The SPEAKER. The bill will be read by its 
title. 
The bill was accordingly reported, as follows: 
A bill making provisions for the postal services 


| for the State of California, and in the Territories 


of Oregon and Washington. 
Mr. HAMILTON, 
gentleman from California what disposition he 
proposes to make of the bill? 
Mr. McDOUGALL. I desire to have it printed, 


| and action upon it postponed. 


Mr. HAMILTON. That will not do. 
The SPEAKER. If there is no objection, the 


| bill will be received. 
Mr. HAMILTON. Will the Chair allow an | 


inquiry? If this bill is introduced, and consider- 
tion of it postponed, it will come up in the morn- 


ing hour of business, and it will preclude the , 


report of bills from other committees. | have no 
objection to the printing of the bill, if the bill 
shall remain in the possession of the committee 


| which reported it. If it shall not remain there, I |, 


object to its being received. 
Mr. McDOUGALL. lam perfectly satisfied to 


| have the bill printed, and that it shall remain in | 


my possession. 
The 


SPEAKER. If the Chair may be allowed || 


a ongsestion he will say that the Committee on 


ost Office and Post Roads, from which this 


read a second time, and ordered to be printed, and 


| recommitted to the Committee on the Post Office 
|| and Post Roads. 


I ask the unanimous | 


I would inquire of the | 


_ May 2D, 
j a — —. 
| RESOLUTIONS OF CONNECTICUT, 

|| Mr. PRATT. [ask the unanimous consent of 


the House to submit joint resolutions from the 


| Legislature of the State of Connecticut, in reference 


|| to the Territories of Nebraska and Kansas in 

order that they may be laid upon the table and 
printed. _ 
No objection being made, it was so ordered. 


COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE—NEBRASK, 


Mr. RICHARDSON. I move that the ruleg 
be suspended, and that the House resolve itself 
into the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. ; 

Mr. WHEELER. I desire to offer a regojy. 
tion, and ask the unanimous consent of the House 
that it may be read for information. 

The resolution is as follows: 

Resolved, That the President be requested to furnish this 
House with copies of all documents and correspondence in 
his possession or under his control in relation to the alleged 
aggressions of the authorities of the Kingdom of Greees_. 
or of the authorities of Athens, in that kingdom—upon the 
rights of Dr. King, formerly the American Consul; and of 
all communications from Athens or elsewhere in relation 
thereto. 


Mr. CLINGMAN. I object. 

Mr. WHEELER. Then I move to suspend 
the rule, to enable me to introduce it. 

The SPEAKER. That proposition brings up 
a question of order presented by the Chair the 
other day, but not acted upon by the House. |; 
isin this form: The gentleman from Illinois moved 
to suspend the rules for the purpose of going into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 
The rule declares that that motion shall be in order 
at any time, in the following language: 

‘<The House may, at any time, by a vote of the majority 
of ihe members present, suspend the rules and orders for 
the purpose of going into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union ; and also for providing for 
the discharge of the Committee of the Whole House, and 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, from the further consideration of any bill referred 


to it, after acting without debate on all ainendments pend- 
ing, and that may be oflered.’’ 


Formerly the rules of the House permitted the 
rules to be suspended upon any day in the week, 
|| ‘The inconvenience of the permission of that mo- 
| tion so often, however, induced the House to 
change that rule in reference to a suspension of 
the rules, restricting the right to make that motion 
to Mondays. 
| aca a 
Upon an original proposition upon the laws of 
Congress, the Chair would decide, as he indicated 
_ the other day, in favor of the precedence of the 
motion to suspend the rules generally. Upon 
looking to the subject, however, the Chair finds 
that such has not been the practice in this body, 
and he is not disposed to change that practice. 
He is very well satisfied of the inconvenience 
which would result in carrying out what he con- 
siders the proper construction of the rule, and he 
is therefore disposed to adhere, and does adhere, 
to the practice of the House heretofore, and will 
hereafter put the motion to suspend the rules to 
go into the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, or that to suspend, in the order in 
which they are made—first made, first put. The 
Chair, therefore, entertains the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois, [Mr. Ricwarpson. } 
Mr. DEAN. I demand the yeas and nays 
}upon that motion. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. = 
The question was then taken; and decided in the 
affirmative—yeas 105, nays 70; as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Abercrombie, James C. Allen, Ashe, 
David J. Bailey, Thos H. Bayly, Barksdale, Bocock, Boyce, 
| Breckinridge, Bridges, Caruthers, Caskie, Chastain, Chris- 
man, Churchwell, Clark, Clingman, Cobb, Cox, Craige, 
Jno. G. Davis, Dawson, Drum, Dunbar, Dunham Edmund- 
son. English, Faulkner, Florence, Fuller, Gamble, Goode, 
| Green, Greenwood, Grey, Hamilton, Sampson W. Harris, 
Wiley P. Harris, Hendricks, Henn, Hibbard, Hill, Hillyer, 
Houston, Ingersoll, George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Ro- 
| Jand Jones, Kerr, Kidwell, Kurtz, Lamb, Lane, Latham, 
Letcher, Lilly, Macdonald. McDougall, McNair, Maxwell, 
John G. Miller, Smith Miller, Millson, Olds, Mordecai 
| Oliver, Orr, Phelps, Phillips, Powell, Pratt, Preston, Pur- 
ear, Reese, Richardson, Riddle, Thomas Ritchey, Rob- 
ins, Rogers, Ruffin, Seymour, Shannon, Shaw, Shower, 
Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, William R, Smith, 
George W. Smyth, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. 
Stanton, Alexander H. Stephens, Hestor L. Stevens, 
Straub, John J. Taylor, Tweed, Vail, Vansant, Walbridge, 
Walker, Walsh, Warren, Westbrook, Witte, Daniel B. 
Wright, Hendrick B. Wright, and Zollicoffer—105. 
NAYS—Messrs. Ball, Belcher, Bennett, Benson, Bugg, 
|| Campbell, Carpenter, Chandler, Crocker, Cullom, ‘Thomas 
Davis, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dickinson, Edgerton, Thomas 
| D. Eliot, Ellison, Etheridge, Everhart, Farley, Flagler, 
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iJings, Grow, Aaron Harlan, Hastings, Haven, Hiester, 
». Hughes, Hunt, Daniel I’. Jones, Kittredge, Knox, 


Ww 


ah. Morgan, Murray, Norton, Andrew Oliver, . Peck, 
ington, Join Perkins, Pringle, David Ritclwe, Russell, 
ae Sage, Sapp, Siminous, Skelton, Stratton, Andrew 
an ; > toun L. Taylor, Nathaniel G. Taylor, Thurston, 
4 rae r Upham, Wade, Wail ys Etlihu B.W ashburne, Isra- 

Washburn, Wells, John Wentworth, and Wheeler—70. 


S» the motion was agreed to. 


Mr. EDDY, pending the call of the roll, when 
hie name was called, stated that his colleague, 
1 doe CHAMBERLAIN, had been called home, and 


requested him to pair off upon all minor mo- 


ts 
: ‘ey. Lyon, Matteson, Mayall, Meacham, Middles 
. 
l 


an 


el 


had 


song in reference to the Nebraska bill. The under- 
sanding, however, did not extend to the final vote 
upon the passage of the bill. 


“The House accordingly resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 

Mr. Ops in the chair.) 

The CHAIRMAN. When the committee rose 
on Saturday last, it had under consideration the 
bill of the House (No. 236) to organize the Ter- 
ritories of Kansas and Nebraska, to which a mo- 
tion was pending, olfered by the gentleman from 
Ohio, (Mr. EDGERTON, | to substitute for it the bill 
which passed this House during the Thirty-Sec- 
ond Congress. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I rise to a priv- 
ileved motion. I move to strike out the enacting 
words of this bill. { will state to the committee, 
and | want the attention of the committee to m 

ject in making that motion, it is to cut of all 


oO. 


amendments, and to have this bill reported to the | 


House, that we may have a vote upon it. 
The 119th rule of this House is in these words: 
«“ 4 motion to strike out the enacting words of a bill shall 


have precedence of a motion to amend; and, if carried, it 
shall be cousidered equivalent to its rejection.”’ 


Let this committee agree to my motion, and 
let this action be reported to the House. When 
we get isto the House, the question will be upon 
agreeing to that report. If the friends of the bill 
volte that motion down, we shall then have the 

| before the House to vote upon or to amend, 
as amajority may determine. When the majority 
has disagreed to the report, as [ suppose they 
will, it will then be in order for the chairman of 
the Committee on Territories to offer his substi- 
tute, which all of us want to vote upon, as an 
amendment; the friends of the bill standing to- 
gether, will then be brought to vote directly upon 


the measure, and in this way we shall get rid of | 


these continued motions to amend. 

Mr. Chairman, I.make this motion because it 
is time that this measure was brought to a final 
vote. Ithas been under consideration before Con- 
gress for the last five months. It has been dis- 
cussed in the Senate; it has been discussed in this 
House; it has been discussed before the country, 
andevery man, I doubt not, has made up his mind 
upon the subject. Why should we longer delay? 
We have already had motions to amend upon the 
most important features of the bill. One motion 


has been made to strike out that provision for | 


the admiseion of these Territories as States, with 
or without slavery, as their constitutions may di- 
rect. We have had votes upon the amendments of- 
fered by the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. Mace,} 
and the gentleman from Maine, (Mr. Futter, | 
touching the powers or rights of the people in 
the Territories to restrict or regulate slavery. 
These amendments have been voted on; the sense 
of the committee has been taken on them; the 
friends of the bill, as it stands in the substitute, 
know that it now, as they intend to pass it, grants 
to the people of the Territories all the powers over 
this subject of ‘slavery that we can grant them 
under the Constitution of the United States. The 
phraseology now is as full and clear as it can be 
made on this point. No amendment can make it 
clearer, 


they can have under the Constitution. 


it. 


It is time, therefore, to have a decision of the 
question. Every gentleman on this floor has had 
&n opportunity of being heard upon it by a speech 
to be published in the Congressional Globe, if he 
Wishes. Let us, then, vote on the measure, and 
£° to other important business of the country. 


_Mr. GIDDINGS, [rise toa question of order. || 


he gentleman’s motion is not in order. 


In the bill they have all the power that | 
They can- | 
not ask more, and if they did, we could not grant | 


il 
| 


| 


order, under the 119th rule, which has just been 
read. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. 
order. 

The CHAIRMAN, 
bata ble. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I do not expect that it is 
debatable. 1 would only inquire whether 1t is 
in order, while we are considering the first section 
of the bill, and after amendments have been sub- 
mitted and acted on, to move to strike out the 
enacting clause? 

The CHAIRMAN, The 119th rule was ex- 
pressly adopted for that purpose. 

Mr. STEPHENS. The motion cuts off all 
amendments under the rule. When interrupted by 
the question of order, | was just remarking that 
we had motions to amend 

Mr. DRUM. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman take 

| an appeal from the decision of the Chair? 

Mr. DRUM. No, sir; | wish to ask the gen- 
tleman from Georgia a question. Is it contem- 
plated by the majority, after the amendment of 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Ricnarpson] 


Hear me on the question of 


The question is not de- 








question ? 

Mr. STEPHENS. It is. The object is to 
bring the House directly to a vote on the substi- 
tute. ‘That is the object of my motion; and it is 
the object of the friends of the bill that we should 
have a vote upon the subject immediately, and 
then go to the other business of the country. 


Mr. CHANDLER. | presume, Mr. Chair- 


man, that this is one of those motions for amend- | 


ment—and going, as it does, to the decision of the 
whole matter—on which we can be allowed five 
| minutes for its defense and five minutes for its 
opposition ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has five 
minutes in which he may oppose the motion. 

Mr. CHANDLER. 
point, but only to express my regret at this 
wicked ™ 

Mr. DEAN. 





I rise to a question of order. 


his question of order. 


have a motion 


ending made by the gentleman 
from Illinois [ 


to strike out is in order. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the 
point of order of the gentleman from New York. 


I}linois is to strike out all after the enacting clause, 
| and to insert a substitute. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I rise solemnly to protest 
against this extra gag which is applied to the pas- 
sage of this bill, and to say that while it is possi- 
Ble a majority may thus ride rough-shod 

Mr. PRESTON. | dislike to rise to a question 
of order; but it strikes me the motion is not de- 

| batable. 





| to the floor for five minutes, in opposition to the 
motion. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I am satisfied that any 
member of this majority dislikes to rise to a ques- 
tion of order. It must be painful to them to start 
a question of that kind here, whatever ruling may 

be made on their motion of order. 
| The minority has stood before this House on 


| the Constitution of the country, and on the rules | 


which this House solemnly adopted for its regu- 
lation; and while we have stood up manfully and 
constitutionally against the efforts of those who 
have proved a growing majority, while they have 
read day afier day in the papers that are the 
organs of this Administration, not merely invita- 
tions to come over against us, but indications why 
| they were losing their influence in the Executive 
Department; and while we have thus seen our- 
| selves threatened, if not wasted by these insidi- 
| ous attacks, we of the minority have not resorted 
| toany mode for defeating this bill that is not rec- 


| ognized in the Constitution of the country, and | 


| not warranted by the rules of this House. 
If I could once see that effort made; if I could 
| once see that party to which I am attached, quietly 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides that || and moderately attached—for this is the first time 
the motion of the gentleman from Georgia is in || | have occupied the floor since this measure has 


has been put upon the bill, to call for the previous | 


I do not rise to argue the | 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state | 


r. RicHaRpson] to strike out the | 
enacting clause and to insert a substitute; and | || 
insist that, while that is pending, no other fnotion || 


Mr. ORR. The motionof the gentleman from | 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is entitled | 
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been under active consideration in the House—if 
I could see the rampart of order once asserted 

Mr.ORR. Does my friend from Pennsylvania 
Say that this motion is ‘‘ not in strict conformity 
with the rules?”’ 

| Loud cries of ** Order!” and great excitement. } 

Mr.ORR. If the gentleman yields me the floor, 
I have a right to ask the quest.on. 

Renewed and vociferous cries of ‘ Order!’’) 

Mr. CHANDLER. I am satisfied that the 
motion Dow made is one which was not contem- 
plated by those who drew up those rules; nor was 
it, | hope, contemplated by those who drove us 
from the regular debate in the committee, and told 
us to take shelter under the five-minute debate. 
They drove us to that, that they might drive us 
from it by this decision. And was not this House 
last week—l appeal to the whole House—driven 
from its ordinary actien by the decision of the 
House overruling the righteous decision of the 
Chair? I appeal to the House whether that was 
not the case? Every one knows that it was. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I rise to a ques- 
It is this: that it is not in order to 
move to strike out the enacting clause of the bill 
while the Houseis in the Committee of the Whole, 
but that the motion can only be madein the House, 
and I ask that the note to the 119th rule may be 
read, from which it will appear that the practice 
of this House has been directly contrary to that 
now proposed by the motion of the gentleman 
from Georgia, (Mr. Srepuens.]} 

{Cries of ** Order !’’] 

The Clerk read the note to the rule, which is as 
follows: 

**The Manual states, that if a committee be opposed to 
the whole paper or bill, and think it cannot be made good 


by amendment, the committee cannot reject it, but must 
report it back to the House without amendment, and there 





| make their opposition. In 1814, a Committee of the Whole 


| rule 119.) it is ez pressly established that a motion to strike 


Mr. DEAN. My point of order is this: We || 


| have been acting u 





| 





struck out the firstand only section of a bill, and so reported 
tothe House. Mr. Speaker Cheves retused to receive the 
report, on the ground that it was tantamount to a rejection 
of the bill, which the committee had not power to do. After 
this, that the merit of questions night be tested in Com 

mittee of the Whole, rule 119 was adopted. The Manual 
provides that a paragraph or section may be first amended 
by its friends, so as to make it as pertect as they can before 
the question is put for striking itout. By this rule, (i. e., 
out, for the purpose of destroying, shall be paramount tv a 
motion to amend. Rule 139 provides that the Manual shall 
govern in cases in which it is applicable, where it is not 
inconsistent with established rules. 
giving precedence to motions to insert or to amend, over 
motions to strike out or reject, it is clearly inconsistent with 
an established rule; and, consequently, the practice of the 


| House for the last few years has been in violation of the 


119th rule.” 


Mr. WASHBURN. I supposed that the Chair 
would rule my point out of order, but I desired to 


| have that note read to show what the uniform 
| practice of the House for many years has been; 
| and if the Chair and committee will now reverse 
| that practice 





{Loud cries of ‘* Order!”’ and ** Question !’"] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides this 
question in accordance with the note which has 
been read. That note expressly states, that when 
Mr. Speaker Cheves had decided that the com- 
mittee could not strike out the first and only sec- 
tion of a bill, this 119th rule was adopted to amend 
that defection in pe pacvemontes hari and the 
same note states expressly that the practice of the 
House has been in violation of the 119th rule. 

[Loud cries of ** Question !”’ 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the Chair under- 
stand that there is an appeal taken from his de- 
cision? 

Mr. WASHBURN. I did not take an appeal. 
I only wanted to show what the practice of the 
House has been, and the construction uniformly 
given to the rule referred to, and to denounce be- 
fore the Houseand the country this most flagrant 
attempt ever made in this country to trample on 
the constitutional rights of a minority of the Rep- 
resentatives, and majority of the people. 

Mr. WHEELER. f call for tellers on the 
motion of the gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. ROGERS. I wish to state to the country, 
and to the members of the House with whom I 
to this time, that I desire to 
introduce an amendment to this bill. I! feel it due 
to myself to state 

The CHAIRMAN. Isit the pleasure of the 
committee that the gentleman from North Caro- 
lina [Mr. Rocers]} should be heard? 

[Cries of ** No!’ ** No!” 





Im the case, then, of 
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Mr. ROGERS. I desire to say only one word. || Mr. HiBBARD. I submit to the Chair that | 


I fee! it due to myself, entertaining the views | 
do, and knowing the wishes of my constituents, 
to say that [ desire to introduce the amendment 


offered by Mr. Clayton in the Senate, and incor- | 


yorated in the Senate bill. 
Mr. PRESTON. 1 object. 
Mr. ROGERS. I have stated all I can say 


now under the rules, and I will trouble the House 
no further. 


Mr. SAGE. 


the amendment. 


I desire to offer an amendment to 


The CHAIRMAN, The amendment is not | 


amendatbie, 

Mr. DICKINSON. I desire to offer an amend- 
roent tothe bill now before the House. 

The SPEAKER. It is not in order while a 
motion to strike out the enacting clause is pending. 

Mr. DICKUNSON. I ask to have the bill 
read, 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not in order to have 
it read while a motion to strike out the enacting 
clause is pending, made by the gentleman from 
Georgia, {Mr. Srernens.}] Upon the motion tell- 
ers have been demanded. 

Mr. DEAN. I move that the committee rise. 

Mr. SAGE. Upon that motion I demand tell- 
ers. 

‘Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. CuorcHWELL 
and WuereLer were appointed. 


The question was then taken; and the tellers | 


reported—ayes 82, noes 104. 

So the committee refused to rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is now on 
the motion made by the gentleman from Georgia, 
|Mr. Srernuens,] to strike out the enacting clause 
of the bill. On that motion tellers have been de- 
manded. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. CLincMan 
and Sarr were appointed. 

Mr. FULLER. Mr. Chairman, I should like 
to have the 127th rule read from the Clerk’s table. 

‘The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from 
Maine take an appeal from the decision of the 
Chair? 

Mr. FULLER made no reply. 

The CHAIRMAN. At all events, the Chair 
holds that it 1s too late to take an appeal, the com- 
mittee being in the act of dividing. 

Mr. STRATTON, 
Chairman, to have the rule read ? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not in order at this 
time, the committee being in the act of dividing. 


Is it not in order, Mr. | 


‘The question was taken; and the tellers reported | 


-—ayes 103, two only in the negative, if the reporter 
heard correctly. 

Mr. DEAN, (amid great confusion.) I hope 
that no member in the minority will vote upon 
the question. Oppose tyranny by revolution. 

(Much excitement, and cries of ‘* Order!’’ 
**Order!”’ 

Mr. FLORENCE. 
geant-at-Arms should be sent to compel the gen- 
tleman to come to order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Those in the negative of 
the question refusing to vote, the motion is carried. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, I require that the other 
side be counted. 

The CHAIRMAN. Gentlemen refuse to vote 
on the other side. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. 
being taken. 


The CHAIRMAN. 


I insist upon a count 


The count on the nega- 


tive side has been called, and gentlemen refused | 
The Chair will, however, again enter- | 


to vote. 
tain the call for the negative vote: 

As many as are opposed to the motion of the 
gentleman trom Georgia will therefore pass be- 
tween the tellers, 


Mr. CAMPBELL, (passing through the tell- 


Mr. Chairman, the Ser- | 


Upon the vote just taken the committee rises, as a 
matter of course, and reports the bill. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair supposes that 


the bill must be reported under a previous order 
ot the House when the committee rises. A motion 
that the committee rise should be entertained. 


Tellers were then ordered; and Messrs. Nor- | 


Ton and Hissarp were appointed. 


The question was then put; and the tellers 


reported—ayes 101, noes 2, (a sufficient number. ) 
[Cries of ** No quorum!”’ ** No quorum !’’] 
‘The CHAIRMAN. i 

to enable the committee to rise. 
Thecommitteeaccordingly rose; and the Speaker 

having resumed the chair, the Chairman of the 


No quorum is necessary 


committee [Mr. O_ps] reported that the Commit- | 


tee of the Whole on the state of the Union had, 


according to order, had the state of the Union | 


generally under consideration, and particularly 
House bill No. 236, to organize the Territories of 
Nebraska and Kansas, and had directed him to 
report the same back to the House, with arecom- 
mendation to strike out the enacting portion of 


the bill. 


Mr. DEAN. I rise to a question of order. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, 
Mr. Spenker 

The SPEAKER. 





Gentlemen will suspend a 


| by the gentleman from Vermont. 


moment, untl the Chair announces the report of | 


the committee. 


‘The Chair then formally stated the report of the | 


committee, 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. 
lay the bill and report upon the table. 

Mr. DEAN. I rise to a question of order. It 
is this: that less than a quorum of the committee 
cannot rise and report a bili to the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has no official 


I move to 


knowledge of the number of votes given in com- | 


mittee, 

Mr. DEAN. Then I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

Mr. HAMILTON. The gentleman has not 
the floor. ‘The gentleman has not the floor for 
that purpose. He rose to a point of order. 

[Cries of ** Order!’’ * Order !’’] 

The SPEAKER. 
rights of gentlemen, and will endeavor to preserve 
them. ‘The gentleman from New York must be 
aware that he has not the floor for any such pur- 


The Chair understands the | 
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the purpose for which the gentleman from Illinoj 
obtained the floor. 7 

TheSPEAKER. [Ifthe gentleman from Illinois 
states that he rises to a question of privilege the 
Chair will not recognize any other gentleman until 
he ascertains what that question is, He, how. 
ever, has made no such statement. The gentle. 
man from Vermont states that he does rise to a 
question of privilege, and the Chair decides that 
— latter gentleman is, therefore, entitled to the 

oor. 

Mr. MEACHAM. The 34th rule provides 
that, ‘*‘ Where debate is closed by order of the 
House, any member shall be allowed in commit. 
tee five minutes to explain any amendment he 
may offer, after which any member who shall 
first obtain the floor shal) be aliowed to speak fiye 
minutes in opposition to it,’&c. Now,I submit 
that the rights of members under this rule haye 
not been respected in committee. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not perceiye 
any question of privilege in the point presented 
That is a 
question which the committee must decide fo, 
itself. It is not competent for the Chair to know 
officially what has taken place in committee, 
except through the report of its Chairman. 

Mr. MEACHAM. My point ia simply this: 
that having been deprived oe rights under the 
rules in committee, itis our duty to go back again 
into committee to regain them. 

The SPEAKER. That is a question for the 
= of the House to determine. 

r. PURYEAR,. I desire simply to state 
that I endeavored to obtain the floor in committee 
for the purpose of expressing my opinions in 
reference to the motion made by the gentleman 
from Georgia to strike out the enacting clause of 
this bill, but failed to obtain it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, I demand the previous 
question upon concurring in the report of the 
committee. 

Mr. ELLISON. I rise to a question of order. 
The 26th rule provides that when the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union finds itself 
without a quorum, the Chairman shall cause the 
roll to be called. Now, sir, | submit that the 
committee did find itself without a quorum, that 
it was not competent for it to report the bill to the 
House without a quorum, and that the roll was 








, not called as the rule directs. 


pose. “Ihe gentleman from Illinois has the floor, | 
and it can only be taken from him by rising to a | 


question of order. 

Mr. HUGHES. I rise to a question of order. 
I submit that the report of the Chairman of the 
Committee of the W hole on the state of the Union 


| shows that the action of that committee is tanta- 


mount to a rejection of the bill, which the com- 
mittee have no power to do. 

The SPEAKER. 
New York indicate the rule under which it denieg 
the committee that power? 

Mr. HUGHES. It is under the 119th rule. 
And under that rule the Speaker of the House 
once decided in the same manner. 
refused to entertain the report of a committee, 
upon the ground that it was tantamount to a re- 
jection of the bill, which the committee had no 
power to do. The note to the 119th rule gives 


| the same construction to the rule, and upon that 


ers.) There will be one vote given against the mo- | 


tion, at all events, 
Several other members also voted in the nega- 
tive. 


The tellers thereafter reported—ayes 103, noes 
22. 

So the motion to strike out the enacting clause 
of the bill was agreed to, 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I move that the com- 
mittee rise, and report to the House the action of 
the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is understood. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Upon that motion I de- 
mand tellers. 


1} 
| 
1} 
\| 
| 
| 


| 


| the rule was to obviate and supersede t 


I raise my question of order. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair would remark, 
that the same note declares that the very object of 
é offering 
of further amendments. The attention of the 
Chair was called to the rule this morning, indeed, 
on Saturday; and after a pretty full examination 
of the subject, he is unable to see any ground 


The Speaker | 


Will the gentleman from | 


The SPEAKER. That is a question which 
the gentleman should have raised in committee, 
and which it is not competent for the House to 
have any knowledge of, unless so reported by the 
Chairman of the committee. 

Mr. OLDS. If the House will allow me, I will 


| make an explanation. 


Mr. WHEELER. I object. 

Mr. OLDS. I merely want to say, that in 
making that decision, | followed the example of 
my illustrious predecessor, [Mr. CHanpier. | 

Mr. DEAN. I move that the House do now 
adjourn; and upon that motion I demand the yeas 
and nays. 

Mr. PRINGLE. I move that when this House 
adjourns, it adjourn to meet on Wednesday next. 

Mr. PENNINGTON. Upon that motion | 
demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. MEACHAM. I demand the yeas and 


| nays on the motion to adjourn over. 


he yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. SAGE. I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 
The SPEAKER. The motion to adjourn over 
takes precedence of the motion to adjourn. — 
The question was then taken on the motion to 


| adjourn over; and it was decided in the negative— 


upon which it is competent for him to reject the | 


report of the committee. 
fr. HUGHES. Well, sir, 1 merely desired to 


call the attention of the Chair to the construction | 


of the rule which has been heretofore given. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that, | 


under the 119th rule, to which the gentleman has 


referred, the report of the committee must be re- | 


ceived. 
Mr. MEACHAM. [I rise toa question of priv- 
ilege under the 34th rule. 

r. CLINGMAN. I rise to a question of 
order. The gentleman from Illinois obtained the 
floor, and I insist that the Chair has no right to 
give it to other gentlemen, until he has ascertained 


| 


l} 
| 


yeas 68, nays 136; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Ball, Banks, Bennett, Benson, Benton, 
Campbell, Carpenter, Chandler, Crocker, Cullom, Thowas 
Davis, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dickinson, Drum, Eastman, 
Edgerton, Edmands, Thomas D. Eliot, Everhart, Farley, 
Fenton, Flagler, Giddings, Goodrich , Grow, Aaron Harlan, 
Harrison, Hastings, Howe, Hughes, Daniel T. Jones, Knox, 


| Lindsley, McCulloch, Mace, Matteson, Mayall, Meacham, 


Middieswarth, Morgan, Murray, Nichols, Norton, Andrew 
Oliver, Parker, Peck, Pennington, Bishop Perkins, Pringle, 
David Ritchie, Russell, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Simmons, Joba 
L. Taylor, Thurston, Tracy, Upham, Wade, Walley, Etiihs 
B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, John Wentworth, Tap- 
pan Wentworth, and Yates—68. _ 
NAYS—Mexsrs. Abercrombie, James C. Allen, Willis 
Alien, Ashe, David J. Bailey, Thomas H. Bayly, Bark> 
dale, Barry, Belcher, Bell, Bocock, Boyce, Breckinridg®, 
Bridges, Brooks, Caruthers, Caskie, Chastain, Chrisman, 
Churchwell, Clark, Clingman, Cobb, Colquitt, Cox, Craige, 
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Cum 


yowdell . . > 
Dow ». English, Etheridge, Faulkner, Florence, Fuller, 
i. Goode, Green, Greenwood, Grey, Hamilton, An 
ible, . 
Ga » J. Harlan, Sampson W. Harris, Wiley P. Harris, 
ey 9 a | 


irieks, Henn, Hibbard, Hill, Hillyer, Houston, Hunt, 
Sa Johnson, George Ww. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, 
mand Jones, Keitt, Kerr, Kidwell, Kittredge, Kurtz, 
jamb Lane, Latham, Letcher, Lilly, Macdonald, Me- 
1M neall, McNair, Maxwell, John G. Miller, Smith Miller, 
Millson, Morrison, : ae : 
packer, John Perkins, Phelps, Phillips, Powell, Pratt, 
preston, Puryear, Reese, Richardson, Riddle, Thomas 
Ritchey, Robbins, Rowe, Ruffin.Seymour, Shannon, Shaw, 
shower, Singleton, Gerrit Smith, Samue! A. Smith, Wil- 


m Sinith, William RK. Smith, George W. Smyth, Snod- 
ibea 6 > 


Hen 


Noble, Olds, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, | 


vows, Frederick 2. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Alexan- | 


r IJ. Stephens, Hestor L. Stevens, Stratton, Straub, 
sedrew Stuart, David Stuart, John J. Taylor, Nathaniel 
o ravlor, Trout, Tweed, Vail, Vansant, Walbridge, Walk- 
a Walsh, Warren, Wells, Westbrook, Witte, Daniel B. 
Wrivbt, Hendtick B. Wright, and Zollicoffer—136. 


Wednesday next. 

Pending the above call, the following Statements 
were made by unanimous consent: 

Mr. NICHOLS. } 
that some time sinced paired off with Mr. Mc- 
Meiutn, of Virginia, who is yet absent, and I 
am told is sick athome. A colleague of his [Mr. 
Swoperass] is paired off with a colleague of mine, 
(Mr. Corwin,] who is also absent. Mr. Snop- 


so the House refused to adjourn over until | 


Mr. Speaker, I wish to say | 


crass and myself, upon consultation with the | 


friends of the absent gentlemen, have come to the 


conclusion to vote, and to leave those gentlemen | 


to stand against each other on the question, and 
| make the statement in order that none of ua shall 
be placed ina false position. 
the pending question. 
Mr. SNODGRASS. 
state that before Mr. Corwin, of Ohio, left this 
city for his residence, | agreed to pair off with him 
on all the votes arising on the Nebraska and Kan- 
sas bill now under consideration—the gentleman 
from Ohio being an opponent, while I am afriend 
of the bill. Mr. Nicnoxs, of Ohio, under sim- 


I desire to vote on 


Mr. Speaker, I desire to 


ilar circumstances, paired off with Mr. McMut- | 


uw, of Virginia. In, the absence of Messrs. 


Corwivand McMutuw, their mutual friends have | 


agreed to pair them off together; leaving Mr. 


Nicnois, of Ohio, and myself, to vote on the said | 


bill. As the above arrangement will not change 
the result of the vote, I will vote on the bill until 
Mr. McMu un returns, 

(Here a message was received from the Senate 


by Aspury Dicks, Esq., their Secretary, noti- | 


fying the House that that body had passed certain 
bills, and requesting its concurrence therein. ] 

The SPEAKER. The question now recurs on 
the motion to adjourn. 

Mr. SIMMONS. 
adjourns to day, it be to meet on Thursday next. 

Mr. MEACHAM. I move that there be a call 
of the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. Orr.) The 


Chair decides the motion to be out of order. 


I move that when the House | 


Mr. CLINGMAN. The motion to adjourn | 


takes precedence. 


Mr. DICKINSON, 


I demand the yeas and | 


nays on the motion to adjourn over until Thurs- | 


day next. 
he yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken on Mr. Simmons’s mo- 


tion; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 62, 
nays 136; as follows: 


_YEAS—Mersrs. Ball, Banks, Bennett, Benson, Benton, 
Campbell, Carpenter, Chandler, Crocker, Thomas Davis, 
Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dickinson, Drum, Edgerton, Ed- 
mands, Thomas D. Eliot, Farley, Fenton, Flagler, Gid- 
dings, Goodrich, zrow, Aaron Harlan, Hastings, Haven, 
Hiester, Howe, Hughes, Daniel T. Jones. Knox, Lindsley, 
McCulloch, Mace, Matteson, Mayall, Meacham, Morgan, 
Murray, Nichols, Nerton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, Peck, 
Pennington, Pringle, Russell, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Simmons, 


Tracy, Upham, Wade, Walley, Elliha B. Washburne, | 
Israel Washburn, John Wentworth, Tappan Wentworth, | 


Wheeler, and Yates—62. 


NAYS—Messrs. Abercrombie, James C. Allen, Willis 


Allen, 
dale, Barry, 


Bridges, Brooks, Caruthers, Caskie, Chastain, Chrisman, 
Churchwell, Clark, Clingman, Cobb, Colquitt, Cox, Craige, 
Cullom, Cumming, Cutting, John G. Davis, Dawson, Dis- 
ney, Dowdell, Dunbar, Dunham, Eastman, Edmundson, 
John M. Elfiott, Ellison, English, Etheridge, Faulkner, 
Florence, Gamble, Goode, Green, Greenwood, Grey, Ham- 
iton, Sampson W. Harris, Wiley P. Harris, Harrison, Hen- 


dricks, Henn, Hibbard, Hill, Hillyer, Houston, Ingersoll, 
Johnson, George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Roland Jones, 
Keitt, Kerr, Kidwell, Kittredge, Kurtz, Lamb, Lane, La- 
tham, Letcher, Lilly, Macdonald, McDougall, McNair. 


Maxwell, John G. Miller, Smith Miller, Millson, Morrison, 
Noble, Olds 


John P 


8, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Packer, Bishop Perkins, 
erkins, Phelps, Phillips, Powell, Pratt, Preston, Par 





Ashe, David J. Bailey, Thomas H. Bayly, Barks- | 
Belcher, Bell, Bocock, Boyce, Breckinridge, | 
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ing, Curtis, Cutting, John G. Davis, Dawson, Disney, | 
Dunbar, Dunham, Edmundson, John M. Eliiou, 


year, Reese, Richardson, Riddle, Thomas Ritchey, Rob 
bins, Rowe, Ruffin, Seymour, Shanvon, Shaw, Showe 
er, Singleton, Gerrit Smith, Samuel A. Smith, William 
Smith, William R. Smith, George W. Smyth, Snodgrass, 
Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Alexander H. 
Stephens, Hestor L. Stevens, Stratton, Straub, Andrew 
Stuart, David Stuart, John J. Taylor, John L. Taylor, Na- 
thaniel G. Taylor, Trout, Tweed, Vail, Vansant, Walbridge, 
Walker, Walsh, Warren, Westbrook, Witte, Daniel B. 
Wright, Hendrick B. Wright, and Zollicoffer—136. 


So the House refused to adjourn over until 
Thursday next. 


Mr. DEAN. I move that there be a call of the 
House; and on that motion | demand the yeas 
and nays. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I would beg the gentleman 
to withdraw his motion to adjourn for a moment. 

Mr. SAGE. I withdraw it. 

Mr.CAMPBELL. 1 ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to introduce the resolution 
which | send to the Clerk that it may be read. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I object. 

Mr.CAMPBELL. Let the resolution be read. 

[Cries of ** 1 object!” 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Then I move that the 
rules of the House be suspended, for the purpose 
| have indicated. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. 
of it. 

Mr. DICKINSON. I call for the reading of 
the resolution for information. 

The SPEAKER. If thegentleman has a right 
to move to suspend the rules, it is not only in 
order to demand the reading, but it is the right of 
any member to demand it. 

Mr. DICKINSON. 
reading of the resolution. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I maintain that the House 
has already suspended the rules and reported this 
bill, and the previous question is now pending 
upon it, and it is notin order to suspend the rules 
until that is disposed of. 

Mr. HAVEN It is true that a demand for 
the previous question is pending; but pending that 
demand, it is in order, under the rules, to move to 
suspend the rules. 

The SPEAKER. The rules were suspended, 
and the House went into the Committee of the 
W hole on the state of the Union under that sus- 
pension, and reported a bill. In the opinion of 
the Chair, it is not in order, at this stage of the 
proceedings, to move to suspend the rules gen- 
eraliy. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. 


I object to the reading 


Well, I demand the 


[am compelled to take an 


appeal from the decision, though I do it reluct- | 


antly. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair calls the atten- 
tion of the gentleman from Ohio to the fact that 
the rules of the Elouse have been already sus- 
pended. To illustrate the point: Suppose that, 
instead of going into the Committee of the Whole 
under a suspension, the rules had been suspended 
generally, and a bill introduced, would the gentle- 
man contend that, during the consideration of that 
bill, any member would have a right to move to 
suspend the rules to go to something else? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I! would suggest 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman allow 
the Chair to finish the remark; it is but a passing 
one? The motion made this morning to suspend 
the rules, does not require a vote of two thirds, 
and it differs in that respect only from a motion to 
suspend the rules generally. Butthe rules were 
suspended, and the bill has been reported under 
that suspension; and the Chair therefore thinks 
that it is not in order to move to suspend the rules 
for the purpose of going to any other business. 
That is all the Chair has to say. 

Mr. HAVEN. May | be allowed to make a 
suggestion ? 


The SPEAKER. TheChair will be pleased to 





' hear the gentleman. 


Mr. HAVEN. The rules were suspended this 
morning for the purpose of allowing a motion to 
be made to go into the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. When the motion was 
made and carried, and the House went into com- 
mittee, then the rules were not further suspended, 
but governed us in our action in the committee. 
Under the rules the committee rose and reported 
the bill to the House. When the rules were in 
full force, and not suspended, under the rules the 
demand was made for the previous question; and 
before the vote was taken seconding the demand, 


\| according to the rules, the motion was made by 


as to the correctness of his present position. 


| tion of the 
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the gentleman from Ohio to suspend them, it being 


Monday, to allow him to introduce his resolu- 
tion. 


From the moment we went into committee until 
the motion to suspend by the gentleman from 
Ohio, (Mr. Campseti } we have been acting un- 
der the rules of the House unsuspended. The 
suspension in the morning was only to go into 
committee. Since we came out, we have been 
under the rules. There are several territorial 
bills now on the table, that have lain there two 
weeks, that were reported by the Committee of 
the Whole, into which the House went by a sus- 
pension of the rules; but no one can pretend the 
rules have been suspended ever since those bills 
were reported. 

The SPEAKER. If the decision of the Chair 
was correct this morning, when he decided that 
the motion to suspend the rules to go into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union was of equal dignity with a motion to sus- 
pend the rules generally, and that when those two 
motions were made, the one first made must be 
first put, the Chair thinks there can be no doubt 
The 
gentleman from Ohio appeals from the decision of 
the Chair. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I desire to ask whether 
the rules are suspended now ?—whether the act 


of suspension did not end when we went into 
committee ? 


(Cries of ** Order!’ 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair would be glad to 
respond to the gentleman, if he can be permitted 
to do so; and he thinks the answer a very ready 
one. 

The Chair states that we are acting under a 
suspension of the rules, and it is not now in 
order to suspend them again. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. We had this 
exact question presented last Monday. After the 
House had suspended the rules by two thirds, 
another motion was made to suspend the rules. 

The SPEAKER. It was clearly out of order 
in that case. 

Mr. HAVEN. 
gestion 

{Cries of ** Question!’ ** Question yy 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I move to lay the appeal 
taken from the decision of the Chair upon the 
table. 

Mr. HAVEN. I would make this suggestion, 
that itis in order to move a suspension 6f the 
rules upon every Monday. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair replies to the 
gentleman from New York, that we can suspend 
the rules several times upon every Monday. 
Under a suspension of the rules, a proposition 
can be introduced, but it must be acted upon by 
the House before another suspension of the rules. 
The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Crine- 
MAN] moves to lay the appeal taken from the de- 
cision of the Chair upon the table. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Upon that appeal [ demand 
the yeas and nays, and I also desire tellers upon 
the yeas and nays. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Campneci 
and CHurRcHWELL were appointed. 

The House then divided; and the tellers reported 
forty-eight gentlemen voting in the affirmative. 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I move that the House 
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union; and upon that motion I 
demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. MATTESON. | ask for tellers upon the 
yeas and nays. 

Mr.CLINGMAN. There is another question 
pending, which is an appeal from the decision of 
the Chair in regard to a motion made to suspend 
the rules, and I ask whether it is in order to sub- 
mit another motion of the same character until the 
motion now pending is decided ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would be glad to 
hear suggestions from any gentleman upon either 
side of this proposition. It is within the recollee- 
hair, that very often when bills have 
been reported from either the Committee of the 
W hole on the state of the Union, or the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the Private Calen- 
dar, that the House have returned into committee 
by a suspension of the rules. That has been the 
practice of this body, as every member who has 


Let me make this further sug- 





| served here will recollect. The Chair does not at 
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eee 


this moment see upon what principle he can over- 
rule that practice, 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Mr. Speaker, can two 
motions to suspend the rules be entertained at 
once? 

Mr. BANKS, (addressing the Chair at the 
same time.) After the House has suspended the 
rules for a specific purpose, and that purpose has 
been accomplished, is not amoton to suspend the 
rules generally in order: 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks. that the 
point ie well taken by the gentleman from North 
Carolina, (Mr. Crumcman.] There is already 
pending a motion to suspend the rules, and such 
motions cannot be muluplied. The first motion 
that has been made must be first put to the House. 
‘There is a motion to suspend the rules generally, 
and an apipeal has been taken from the decision 


_ of the Chair that that motion was not in order, 


Mr. BANKS. 1 would inquire, Mr. Speaker, 
if the business for which the rules were suspended 
has not been exhausted 7 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is led to doubt 
the correctness: of the decision which it has al- 
ready made, that,the motion to suspend the rules 
was notin order. The Chair is inclined now to 
doubt the correctness of that decision, for the rea- 
son that it has been the every-day practice of this 
body, after the committee, either of the Whole 
Lliouse on the state of the Union, or of the W hole 
House, have reported a bill or bills, to return 
immediately into committee, and then dispose 
of it. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I ask this question of the 
Chair, for the purpose of ascertaining the fact. 
Has there not been a motion made by the gentle- 


man from Ohio [Mr. Camppe.) to suspend the | 


rules generally which the Chair very properly, in 


my opinion, declared to entertain, and is there not || 


an appeal pending from that decision? 

Mr. SPEAKER. That is so. 

Mr. CLINGMAN, Well, ifthe House should 
reverse the decision of the Chair, the question 
will again come up, on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Ohio, and it must be put. Therefore, 
until this motion be disposed of, the second 


motion to suspend the rules cannot be entertained. | 


Mr. CAMPBELL. Well, for the present I 
will withdraw my motion until the question on 
the appeal is settled. 
(at one hour and fifty minutes, p. m.,) I move that 
the House do now adjourn; and on that motion I 
ask for the yeas and nays, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. WHEELER. I move that when the 
House adjourns, it adjourn to meet on Thursday. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair cannot entertain 
that motion. 

Mr. MEACHAM. 
of the House. 

Mr. WALSH. I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New 
York will state his question of order. 

Mr. WALSH. The question of order to which 
I rise is this: that the rules of the House are es- 
tablished for the purpose of facilitating the trans- 
acting of the public business, and not with a view 
of retarding it; and that all these motions are 
madej for the express and avowed purpose of 
retarding the public business. 

{Cries of ** Order !”’ ** Order !’’} 

The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules the 
question of order of the gentleman from New 
York, [Mr. Waxsun.] In reference to the motion 
of the gentleman from Vermont, [Mr. Mgacuam,} 
the Chair will remind that gentieman of the fact, 
what the Chair supposes he will recognize, thata 
motion for a call of the Houge cannot take prece- 
dence of a motion to adjourn. 


Mr. MEACHAM. I was not aware, Mr. 
Speaker, that a motion to adjourn was pending. 
The roll was then called; and the question was 


decided in the negative—yeas 70, nays 124; as 
follows: 


YEAS— Messrs. Ball, Banks, Bennett, Benson, Benton, 
Campbell, Carpenter, Chandler, Crocker, Cullom, Thomas 
Davis, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dickinson, Drum, Edgerton, 
Edmands, Thomas D. Eliot, Everhart, Farley, Fenton, 
Fiagier, Giddings, Goodrich, Grow, Aaron Harlan, Hast- 
ings, Faven, Hiester, Howe, Hughes, Daniel T. Jones, 
Knox, Lindsley, McCulloch, Mace, Matteson, Mayall, 
Meacham, Middleswarth, Morgan, Murray, Nichols, Nor- 
ton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, Peck, Peckham, Pennington, 
Bishop Perkins, Pringle, David Ritchie, Russell, Sabin, 
Sage, Sapp, Simmons, John L. Taylor, Tracy, Trout, Up- 
ham, Wade, Walley, Eliihu B. Washburne, Israel Wasi- 


I move that there beacall 


In the mean time, however, | 


May 22, 


, burn, John Wentworth, Tappan Wentworth, Wheeler, 
-and Yates—70. 

NAYS—Mesers. Abercrombie, James C. Allen, Willis 
Allen, Ashe, David J. Bailey, Thomas H. Bayly, Barks- 
dale, Barry, Bell, Bocock, Boyce, Breckiuridge, Bridges, 
Brooks, Caruthers, Caskie, Chastain, Chrisman, Churcih- 
well, Clark, Clingman, Cobb, Colquitt, Cox, Craige, Cum- 
ming, Cutting, Jobn G. Davis, Dawson, Disney, Dow- 
dell, Dunbar, Dunham, Edmundson, John M. Elliot, Elli- 
son, English, Faulkner, Florence .Fuller, Goode, Green, 
Greenwood, Grey, Hanulton, Andrew J. Harlan, Wiley P. 
Harris, Hendricks, Henn, Hibbard, Hill, Hillyer, Houston, 
Ingersoll, Johnson, George W. Jones, J. Glaney Jones, 
Roland Jones, Keit, Kerr, Kidwell, Kurtz, Lamb, Lane, 
Latham, Leteher, Lilly, Macdonald, McDougall, MeNair, 
Maxwell, John G. Miller, Smith Miller, Millson, Morrison, 
Olds, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Packer, Jolin Perkins, Phelps, 
Phillips, Powell, Pratt, Puryear, Ready, Reese, Richard 
son, Riddie, Robbins, Rogers, Rowe, Ruffin, Shannon, 
Shaw. Shower, Singleton, Gerrit Smith, Samuel A. Smith, 
William Smith, William R. Smith, George W. Smyth, 
Snodgrass, Frederick P. Stanton, Alexander H. Stephens, 
Hestor L. Stevens, Stratton, Straub, Andrew Stuart, David 
Stuart, John J. Taylor, Nathaniel G. Taylor, Tweed, Vail, 
Vansant, Wade, Walbridge, Walker, Walsh, Warren, 
Westbrook, Witte, Daniel B. Wright, Hendrick B. Wright, 
and Zollicoffer—] 24. 


So the Elouse refused to adjourn. 


The SPEAKER. The question recurs on lay- 
ing the appeal from the decigion of the Chair on 
the table. 

Mr. MEACHAM. My motion for a call of 
the louse is now in order; and | make it, and on 
it ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. MATTESON. [I call for tellers on the yeas 
and nays. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, has there 
not been a demand for the call of the House 
already disposed of this morning? 

The SPEAKER. No. 

Tellers were ordered on the call for the yeas and 
nays; and Messrs. Campsgii and Harris were 
appointed. 

The House was then divided; and the tellers 
| reported—ayes forty-one, (a sufficient number.) 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was then put; and it was decided 
in the negative—yeas 66, nays 123; as follows: 
YRAS—Messrs. Ball, Banks, Bennett, Benson, Camp- 
bell, Carpenter, Chandler, Crocker, Thomas Davis, Dean, 
De Witt, Dick, Dickinson, Drum, Eastman, Edgerton, Ed- 
mands, ‘Thomas D. Eliot, Etheridge, Everhart, Farley, 
Flagler, Giddings, Goodrich, Grow, Aaron Harlan, Hast- 
| ings, Haven, Hiester, Howe, Hughes, Hunt, Daniel T. 
Jones, Kittredge, Knox, Lindsley, Matteson, Mayall, Mea- 


cham, Middleswarth, Morgan, Murray, Nichols, Norton, | 


Andrew Oliver, Parker, Peck, Pennington, Bishop Perkins, 
Pringle, David Ritchie, Russell, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Sim- 
| mons, John L. Taylor, Tracy, Upham, Wade, Walley, E!- 
linu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Tappan Wentworth, 
| Wheeler, and Yates—66, 
| NAYS—Messrs. Abercrombie, James C. Allen, Willis 
Allen, Ashe, David J. Bailey, Thomas H. Bayly, Barry, 
Belcher, Bell, Bocock, Boyce, Breckinridge, Bridges, 
Brouks, Caruthers, Caskie, Chastian, Chrisman, Church- 
well, Clark, Clingman, Cobb, Colquitt, Cox, Craige, Cul- 
| Jom, Cumming, Curtis, John G. Davis, Dawson, Disney, 
Dowdell, Dunbar, Dunham, Edmundson, Ellison, Eng- 
lish, Florence, Fuller, Gamble, Goode, Green, Greenwood, 


ton, Ingersoll, George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Roland 
Jones, Keitt, Kerr, Kidwell, Kurtz, Lamb, Lane, Letcher, 
Lilly, Macdonald, McDougall, Maxwell, John G. Miller, 
Smith Miller, Millson, Morrison, Noble, Olds, Mordecai 


ell, Pratt, Preston, Puryear, Ready, Reese, Richardson, Rid- 


Shannen, Shaw, Shower, Gerrit Smith, Samuel A. Smith, 


| William Smith, William R. Smith George W. Smyth, | 


| Snodgrass, Alexander H. Stephens, Hestor L. Stevens 
Stratton, Straub, David Stuart, John J. Taylor, Nathaniel 
G. Taylor, Trout, Tweed, Vail, Vansant, Walbridge, 


iel B. Wright, Hendrick B. Wright, and Zollicoffer—123. 
So the House refused to order a call. 
Mr. BENSON. 


yeas and nays. 
Mr. WASHBURN. 
demand for the 
Mr. WALSH. 
The SPEAKER. 
int of order. 
Mr. WALSH. Here it is in writing. 


The point of order was as follows: 





this House, and of all other legislative bodies, are 
enacted for the express purpose of facilitating and 
not retarding the pablie usiness; and that all 
motions made, as the present and sundry previous 
motions have evidently been made, with the sole 
and unconcealed object of embarrassing and pre- 
| venting the legitimate action of this House, are 
| clearly and unquestionably out of order, and for 


Grey, Hamilton, Sampson W. Ilarris, Wiley P. Harris, | 
| Harrison, Hendricks, Henn, Hibbard, Hill, Hillyer, Hous- 


Oliver, Orr, Packer, John Perkins, Phelps, Phillips, Pow- | 


die, Thomas Ritchey, Robbins, Rowe, Ruffin, Seymour, | 


| Walker, Walsh, Warren, Wells, Westbrook, Witte, Dan- 


I move that the House do now | 
adjourn; and upon that motion I demand the | 


I call for tellers upon the | 
eas and nays. 
I rise to a question of order. | 

The gentleman will state his || 


1] er that the previous question has been de- 


Mr. Watsu renews the point of order submit- | 
_ ted by him before, as follows: That the rules of | 


these reasons: That the whole theory of our ney 
ernment is based upon the right of the majorit .“ 
govern fairly, and not despotically; that the he 
jority, during the whole discussion of the in. 
tion now at issue, have already acted with a liber. 
ality and forbearance unparalleled, and that any 
further extension of it, while subversive of the 
public interest, would tend to establish a prece. 
dent which would enable any captious minor) 

to entirely control the legislation of the country 

Pending the reading, f 

Mr. CAMPBELL said: I object to any furthe, 
reading of the argument upon the point of order 

The further reading was then dispensed with 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides tha: the 
appeal taken from the decision of the Chair js 
legitimate. 

Mr. WALSH. Well, I withdraw the aroy. 
ment, as | understand gentlemen cannot stand 
{ Laughter. } 

Tellers were then ordered upon the motion tha; 
the House do adjourn; and Messrs. Campsey;, 
and Wricur of Pennsylvania, were appointed, 

The House was then divided, and the tellers 
reported—nyes thirty-nine, (a sufficient number ) 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. FLAGLER. I move that when the 
House adjourns, itadjourn to meet on Wednesday 
next, 

The SPEAKER. The House but just now 
has voted upon that motion, and refused to adopt 
it. Since which a sufficient time has not elaysed, 
in the opinion of the Chair, to make the motion in 
order. 

The question was then taken on the motion to 
adjourn; and decided in the negative—yeas (jj, 

nays 115; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Ball, Banks, Bennett, Benson, Camp- 
bell, Carpenter, Chandler, Crocker, Cullom, Thomas [a- 
vis, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dickinson, Drum, Edgerton, 
Edmands, Thomas D. Eliot, Everhart, Farley, Fenton, 

| Flagler, Goodrich, Grow, Aaron Harlan, Hastings, Ha 
ven, Hiester, Howe, Hughes, Daniel T. Jones, Knox, 
Lindsley, McCulloch, Matteson, Mayall, Meacham, Mid- 
dieswarth, Morgan, Murray, Niehols, Norton, Andrew (ji 
| ver, Parker, Peck, Peunington, Bishop Perkins, Pringle, 
| David Ritchie, Russell, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Simmons, Joba 
L. Taylor, Tracy, Trout, Upham, Walley, Ellinu B.Wash- 
burne, Israel Washburn, ‘Tappan Wentworth, Wheeler, 
| and Yates—f4. 
| NAYS—Messrs. Abercrombie, James C. Allen, Willis 
| Allen, Ashe, David J. Bailey, Thomas H. Bayly, Barks 
| dale, Barry, Bell, Bocock, Boyee, Breckinridge, Bridges, 
| Brooks, Caruthers, Caskie, Chastain, Churchwell, Clark, 
Clingman, Cobb, Colquitt, Cox, Craige, Cumming, Cutting, 
| John G. Davis, Dawson, Disney, Dowdell, Dunbar, Dun- 
hatn, John M. Elliott, English, Etheridge, florence, Fuller, 
Gamble, Green, Greenwood, Grey, Hamilton, Andrew J. 
Harlan, Sampson W. Harris, Wiley P. Harris, Hendricks, 
Henn, Hibbard, Hill, Hillyer, Houston, Lugersoll, Johnson, 
| George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Roland Jones, Keiti, 
Kerr, Kidwell, Kurtz, Lamb, Lane, Latham, Lilly, Mac- 
donald, McDougall, McNair, Maxwell, John G. Miller, 
Smith Miller, Millson, Morrison, Noble, Oids, Mordecai 
Oliver, Orr, Packer, John Perkins, Phelps, Phillips, Powell, 
Pratt, Preston, Puryear, Ready, Reese, Richardson, Ths. 
Ritehey, Robbins, Rowe, Ruffin, Seymour, Shaw, Shower, 
Singleton, Gerrit Smith, William Smith, William R. Smith, 
George W. Smyth, Alexander fH. Stephens, Hestor L. Ste 
| vens, Stratton, Straub, Andrew Stuart, David Stuart, Joho 
| J. Taylor, Nathaniel G. Taylor, Tweed, Vail, Vansant, 
Walbridge, Walker, Walsh, Wells, Westbrook, Witte, 
Daniel B. Wright, Hendrick B. Wright, and Zotticot- 
fer—118. 


So the House refused to adjourn. 
The question then recurred upon the motion 


| made to lay the — from the decision of the 
e. 


Chair upon the ta ; 
Mr. GOODRICH. Upon that question I ask 


| to be excused from voting. 


Mr. SAGE. I demand the yeas and nays upon 
the motion to excuse the gentleman from Masss- 
| chusetts. ' 
Mr. CLINGMAN. I raise the question of 
order, that the previous question having been 
demanded, cuts off not only all speeches and 
amendments, but all motions of this sort. 
The SPEAKER, The gentleman states cor 


manded, but it has not been seconded. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. That is very true; but 
the reason I have adduced that the demand cuts 
off all motions of this sort, as well as motions 
_ amend and discussion, still holds good. 
| Mr. RICHARDSON. I -want to suggest 

the Chair that, after the previous question has 
_ been demanded, the rules prescribe that only cer 
| tain motions can be made, and that this is not one 
| of them. 5 
|| Mr. HAVEN. Will the Chair allow me to 
1 say that, under the decision of the Chair, the rules 
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; { Laughter. ] ; 
“Phe SPEAKER. The Chair will remark to 


eysnended, and that this rule is therefore not 


eentiemen upon all sides, that diecussion, asthey | 


are very well aware, is not in order. The Chair 
will give his decision upon the question, if the 
H se wish him to do so. The Chair decides 
that the motion that the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts be_excused from voting is in order. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. From that decision I take 
an appea 


I. 
Mr. FLAGLER. I raise the question that 


Ww 


one appeal from the deeision of the Chair being | 


already pending, the appeal of the gentleman from 
North Carolina is not in order. 

"The SPEAKER. The Chair decides, for the 
same reason that he gave a similar decision the 
other day, that the appeal is in order. 
Mr. WASHBURNE, of Llinois. 
y the appeal upon the table. 

‘Mr. CLINGMAN. 


la 


1 move to 


THE 


$y 


My appeal is upon the | 


same ground as that upon which I took an appeal 


the other day. ny y 
The SPEAKER. The Chair decided the other 
day, upon a precisely similar question, that the 


verytleman from North Carolina had the right to | 


take an appeal, upon the ground that it was an 
eminently practical question, rather than upon the 
exoress authority of any rule. The gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Goopricn] now asks 
to be excused from voting. 


that he has the right to make that motion. From 


The Chair decides | 


this decision the gentleman from North Carolina | 
takes an appeal, and the gentleman from Illinois | 


roves to lay the appeal upon the table. The ques- 
tion is, therefore, upon the latter motion. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. 1 demand 
the yeas and nays upon my motion. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. As this is rather an im- 


portant question, I move that there be a call of |; 


the House. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that mo- 
tion not to be in order at this time. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. Upon what ground? Busi- | 
ness has transpired since the motion was made | 


and decided. 


The SPEAKER. What business ? 
Mr.CAMPBELL. A motion to adjourn, and 
questions of order. 


The SPEAKER. A motion to adjourn has | 
been made; but the Chair decides that nothing | 


has occurred which could furnish a reason for the 
House to change its decision. 
Mr. CAMPBELL. With the permission of 


the Chair, I will refer him to decisions of the Chair | 


on Thursday and Friday week, and I will also 
refer him to the decision of Mr. Speaker Cobb on 
the 18th of February, 1850; all of which are, that 
a motion to adjourn over may be repeated after 
any business has transpired. 

The SPEAKER. tT 


he gentleman from Ohio | 


will remember that the decision now made by the | 


Chair was sustained by the House last week. 


‘Mr.CAMPBELL. Well, sir, I desire to refer | 
the Chair to his own decision on Monday last, | 





day 
(Cries of **Order!”? “ Order !’’} 


The SPEAKER. The Chair trusts the House | 


will allow the gentleman from Ohio to proceed in 
his suggestions. 
_ Mr.CAMPBELL. Last Thursday and Friday 
it was repeatedly entertained. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair may so decide 


again to-day for aught he knows; but he sees noth- | 
ing, in his opinion, which may reasonably change | 


the purpose of the House in reference to the call 
of the House. Very many even doubt whether 


it can be entertained during theday. Formyself | 


Ido not. I think the question of time as well as 
the action of the House might be well considered 
in regard to the demand for a call of the House. 

Mr. STUART, of Ohio. [ call for tellers on 
ordering the yeas and nays. 


Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Incers out | 


and CampBey were appointed. 


The House was divided; and the tellers reported | 


—ayes forty-nine, (a sufficient number. ) 
So eaten and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair decided that the 


gentleman from Massachusetts had a right to sub- | 


mit a motion that the House excuse him from 
voting on a pending appeal from the decision of 
the Chair. From that decision, the gentleman 





and to those made by him on Thursday and Fri- | 
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from North Carolina (Mr. Cimeman] took an 
appeal. A motion was then made that the ap- 
peal do lie upon the table. 

Mr. MATTESON. I move that the House 


do now adjourn. 


The SPEAKER. That was the last motion 


voted on; and the Chair decides it to be out of 
order. 


The question was then taken onthe motion to lay 


the appeal upon the table; and it was decided in 
the negative—yens 88, nays 105; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Ball, Banks, Belcher, Bennett, Benson, 
Benton, Campbell, Carpenter, Chandler, Crocker, Cullom, 
Cutting, Thomas Davis, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dickinson, 
Drum, Edgerton, Edmands, Thomas D. Ehot, Ellison, 
Etheridge, Everhart, Farley, Fenton, Flagler, Fuller, Gam 
ble, Giddings, Goodrich, Grow, Aaron Harlan, Andrew 
J. Harlan, Harrison, Hastings, Haven, Hiester, Howe, 
Hughes, Hunt, Daniel T. Jones, Kittredge, Kuox, Lindsley, 
Lyon, MeCulloch, Mace, Matteson, Mayall, Meacham, 
Middleswarth, Morgan, Murray, Nichols, Noble, Norton, 
Andrew Oliver, Parker, Peck, Pennington, Bishop Perkins, 
Pringle, Puryear, David Ritchie, Thomas Ritchey, Russell, 
Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Seymour, Simmons, Stratton, Andrew 
Stuart, John L. Taylor, Nathaniel G. Taylor, Thurston, 
Tracy, Trout, Upbam, Wade, Walley, Ellihu B. Wash- 
burne, Israel Washburn, John Wentworth, Tappan Went- 
worth Wheeler, and Yates—8s8. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abercrombie, James C. Allen, Willis 
Allen, Ashe, David J. Bailey, Thomas H. Bayly, Barksdale, 
Barry, Bell, Bocock, Boyee, Breckinridge, Bridges, Ca 
ruthers, Caskie, Chastian, Churchwell, Clark, Clingman, 
Cobb, Colquitt, Cox, Craige, Cumming, John G. Davis, 
Dawson, Disney, Dowdell, Dunbar, Dunham, Edmundson, 
Jehn M. Elliott. English, Faulkngy, Florence, Goode, 
Green, Greenwood, Grey, Hamilton, Sampson W. Harris, 
Wiley P. Harris, Hendricks, Henn, Hibbard, Hill, Hillyer, 
Ingersoll, J. Glancy Jones, Roland Jones, Keitt, Kerr, 
Kidwell, Kurtz, Lamb, Leteher, Lilly, Macdonald, McDou- 
gall, Maxwell, Johu G. Miller, Smith Miller, Millson, Olds, 
Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Packer, John Perkins, Phelps, 
Powell, Pratt, Preston, Ready, Richardson, Riddle, Rowe, 
Ruffin, Shannon, Shaw, Shower, Singleton, Samuel A. 
Smith, William Smith, William R. Smith, George W. 
Smyth, Snodgrass, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard Hi. 
Stanton, Alexander H. Stephens, Hestor L. Stevens, Straub, 
David Stuart, John J. Taylor, Tweed, Vail, Vansant, Wal 
bridge, Walker, Warren, Wells, Westbrook, Witte, Daniel 
B. Wright, Hendrick B. Wright, and Zollicotfer—105. 


So the House refused to lay the appeal upon 
the table. 


The SPEAKER. The question now recurs on 
the appeal. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. 
tion of order whether, under the rulings of the 
Chair heretofore, this appeal can be entertained 
while another appeal is pending? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair stated, when he 
entertained the appeal awhile ago, that he did so 
in accordance with the practice of the other day. 
A precisely similar case occurred then, as the 
gentleman will recollect. 
he did so from necessity, and as a practical meas- 
ure, under the peculiar circumstances of the case, 
rather than with any justification under the rules 
of the House. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. It will be recollected when 
the question was raised week before last, that the 


GLOBE. 


I rise to present the ques- | 


He stated further that | 


Chair then decided, and I think that he was sus- | 
tained by the House, that pending one appeal | 


another appeal could not be made. 

The SPE. 
and the Chair feels all its foree in this particular 
case; but having entertained the appeal, he will 
now change his Liaison. The gentleman would 
have thought it hard if the Chair had overruled 


AKER. That is a law of the House, | 


the right which the Chair thought the gentleman | 


had, under the rule, to vote. He would have 
thought it hard if he could not have appealed from 
that decision. This isa privileged question. It 
goes to the privilege ofa member; and some weight 


is to be given to that consideration in admitting an | 


appeal. 
| Mr.CAMPBELL. I move that the House do | 
now adjourn. 
Mr. ASHBURN, of Maine. I move that 


| when the House adjourns to-day, it be to meet on 


| Wednesday next. 
Mr. RICHARDSON, I rise to a question of 
order. That motion is not in order. 


Mr. CLINGMAN. That motion to adjourn 
over cannot be repeated. It has been once de- 
eided to-day. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to admin- 


ister the rules of the House practically and justly. | 


He decides that the House has a right to adjourn 
over. It isa privileged question. 


Mr. WASHBURN. So the Chair has ruled | 


before. , 
| The SPEAKER. 
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when viewed in one aspect than the motion to 
adjourn. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. After the House has once 
refused to adjourn over? 

Mr. HIBBARD. Irisetoa question of order. 
The House having once voted to-day that they 
would not adjourn over, how can that motion be 
repeated ? : 

The SPEAKER. Since the motion to adjourn 
over was made and negatived, there has been a 
vote taken on a motion that there be a call of the 
House. Some time elapsed. There has also 
been a vote on the motion that the appeal from the 
decision of the Chair do lie upon the table. There 
has been action further on two motions to adjourn. 
The Chair entertains the motion under the cir- 
cumstances. 

Mr. HIBBARD. I am constrained to take an 
appeal from the decision of the Chair, believing it 
to be wrong. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I rise to a question of 
order. When two appeals are pending, may a 
third one be taken from the decision of the Chair ? 

Mr. HIBBARD. If the appeal be notin order, 
the motion is not in order. 

TheSPEAKER. The original practice was, that 
one appeal could not be made on another. That, 
however, is in reference to the same subject; but 
on subjects entirely different, one from the other, 
the case is otherwise. That is the recollection of 
the Chair. If any gentleman has distinct reeol- 
lection of practice different from that,the Chair 
would be glad to hear of it. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of WUlinois. IT move to 
lay the appeal from the decision of the Chair upon 
the table; and on that motion I demand the yeas 
and nays. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair entertains the mo- 
tion, that when tie Flouse agdjourns, it be to meet 
on Wednesday next. From that decision the 
7 from New Hampshire takes an appeal. 

“he gentleman from Illinois moved that the appeal 
do lie upon the table. On the latter proposition 
the yeas and nays have been demanded. 

Mr. WHEELER. I demand tellers on the 
yeas and nays. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Cuttom and 
Bocock were appointed. 

The House was then divided on the demand 
for the yeas and nays; and the tellers reported fifty 
in the affirmative. 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I move that there be a call 
of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that mo- 
tion out of order. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I will takean appedl, tem 
as there are only three appeals already pending. 
{Langhter, and cries of ** Good !’’} I respectfully 
take an appeal from the decision of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will not enter- 
tain it. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. The Chair will entertain 
three appeals, but not a fourth! 

Mr. HIBBARD. I call the gentleman to order. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Wasu- 
BURNE’sS motion; and it was decided in the nega- 
tive—yeas 86, nays 104; as follows: 

YEAS~—Messrs. Ball, Belcher, Bennett, Benson, Ben- 
ton, Campbell, Carpenter, Chandler, Crocker, Callom, 
Curtis, Thomas Davis, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dickineon, 
Drum, Edgerton, Edmands, Thomas D. Eliot, Ellison, 
Etheridge, Everhart, Farley, Fenton, Flagler, Fuller, Gid 

| dings, Goodrich, Grow, Aaron Harlan, Andrew J. flarian, 
Harrison, Hastings, Haven, Hiester, Howe, Hunt, Daniel 
T. Jones, Kittredge, Knox, Lindsley, MeCulloch, Mace, 
Matteson, Mayall, Meaeham, Middleswarth, Millson, Mor- 
gan, Murray, Niehols, Noble, Norton, Andrew Oliver, 
Parker, Peck, Pennington, Bishop Perkins, Pringle, Pur. 
year, David Ritehie, Russel, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Seymour, 
Simmons, Skelton, Gerrit Smith, Suratton, Andrew Stuart, 
John L. Taylor, Nathaniel G. Taylor, Thurston, Tracy, 
Trout, Upham, Wade, Walley, Ellihu B. Washburne,I srael 
Washburn, John, Wentworth, Tappan Wentworth, and 
W heeler—85. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abererombie, James C. Allen, Willis 
Allen, Ashe, David J. Bailey, Barksdale, Barry, Bell. Bo- 
cock, Boyce, Breckinridge, Bridges, Brooks, Caruthers, 
Chastain, Churchwell, Clack, Clingman, Cobb,Cu®, Craige , 
Cumming, John 6. Davis, Dawson, Disney, Dowdell, Dun- 
bar, Dunham, Edmundson, John M. Eliiow, Fauikner, Fior- 
ence, Gamble, Green, Greenwood, Grey, Hamilton, Samp- 
son W. Harris, Hendricks, Henn, Hibbard, Hill, Hillyer, 
Ingersoll, J. Glaney Jones, Roland Jones, Keitt, Kerr, 
Kidwell, Kurtz, Lamb, Lame, Latham, Lilly, Macdonald, 
McNair, Maxwell. John G. Miller, Smith Miller, Morrison, 
Olds, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Packer, John Perkins, Phetps, 


Phillips, Powell, Pratt, Preston, Ready, Reese, Riehard- 
|| son, Riddle, Robbins, Ruffin, Shannen, Shaw, Shower, 








It is even of a higher grade |) Singleton, Samuel A. Smith, Williaoy Sinith, William RK. 
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Smith, George W. Sinyth, Snodgrass, Frederick P. Stan- 
ton, Richard H. Stanton, Alexander H. Stephens, Straub, 
David Stuart, John J. Taylor, Tweed, Vail, Vansant, Wal 
bridge, Walker, Walsh, Warren, Wells, Westbrook, 
Witte, Danicl B. Wright, Hendrick B. Wright, aud Zolli- 
104, 


cule: 

So the House refused to lay the appeal upon 
the table. 

The question recurred upon Mr. Hipparp’s 
appeal, 

Mr. SAGE. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. WHEELER. I demand tellers on the 
yeas and nays. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Puinuipes 
and CuLLom were appointed. 

The House was then divided on the demand 
for the yeas and nays; and the tellers reported 
forty in the affirmative. 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 

A Member. Whatis the question now before 
the body ? 

The SPEAKER. A motion was made that 
the House adjourn over. The Chair entertained 
that motion. The gentleman from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. Hipsarp] contended that the motion 
to adjourn over was not in order, and appealed 
from the deeision of the Chair entertaining that 
The question ie, ** Shall the decision of 
the Chair stand as the judgment of the House ?”’ 


motion. 


The roll was called; and the question was de- | 
cided in the negative—yeas 87, nays 98; as fol- | 


lows: 


YERAS—Mesers. Ball, Belcher, Bennett, Benson, Ben- | 


ton, Campbell, Carpenter, Chandler, Crocker, Cullom, Cut 


ting, Thomas Davis, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dickinson, 


Drum, Edgerton, Thomas D. Eliot, Ellison, Etheridge, Ev 
erbart, Farley, Fenton, Flagler, Gamble, Giddings, Good 
rich, Grow, Aaron Harlan, Andrew J. Ilarian, Harrison, 
Hastings, Haven, Hiester, Howe, Hughes, Daniel T’. Jones, 


Kittredge, Knox, Leteher, Lindsley, MeCulloch, Mace, | 


Matteson, Mayall, Meacham, Middleswarth, Millson. Mor 
gan, Morrison, Murray, Noble, Norton, Andrew Oliver, 
Parker, Peck, Peckham, Pennington, Bishop Perkins, Prin 
gie, Puryear, David Ritchie, Thomas Ritchey, Russell, 


Rabin, Sage, Sapp, Seymour, Simmons, Skelton, Gerrit | 
Smith, Stratton, Andrew Stuart, John L. Taylor, Thurston, | 


Tracy, Upham, Wade, Walley, Ellitu B. Washburne, | 


Isracl Washburn, Wells, John Wentworth, Tappan Went 
worth, and Whecler—87. 
NAYS—Mesars. Abercrombie, James C, Allen, Willis 


Allen, Ashe, David J. Bailey, Barry, Bell, Bocock, Boyce, | 
Breckinridge, Bridges, Brooks, Caruthers, Caskie, Chas- | 


tain, Churchwell, Clark, Clingman, Cobb, Colquitt, Cox, 


Craige, Cumming, John G. Davis, Dawson, Disney, Dow- | 


dell, Dunbar, Edmundson, John M. Elliot, English, Faulk 
ner, Florence, Goode, Greenwood, Grey, Hamilton, Samp 


till, Hillyer, Ingersoll, J. Glaney Jones, Roland Jones, 
Keiti, Kerr, Kidwell, Kurtz, Lamb, Lane, Latham, Lilly, 


Macdonald, McDougall, McNair, John G. Miller, Smith | 
Miller, Olds, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Packer, John Perkins, | 


Phelps, Phillips, Powell, Ready, Reese, Riehardson, Rid 


die, Rowe, Ruffin, Shannon, Shaw, Shower, Singleton, | 


Samuel A. Smuth, William Smith, George W. Smyth, Snod- 
grass, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Alexan 
der H. Stephens, Straub, David Stuart, John J. Taylor, 


Tweed, Vail, Vansant, Waibridge, Walker, Walsh, War- | 
ren, Westbrook, Witte, Daniel’ B. Wright, and Hendrick | 


B. Wright—9s. 
So the decision of the Chair was overruled. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. Will the Chair state 


the next question? 


The SPEAKER. The question is on the mo- | 


tion of the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Campse.t,} 
that the House do now adjourn. 


Mr. MORGAN. | eail for the yeas and nays. | 


The yeus and nays were ordered. 


The roll was called; and the question was de- | 


me 


cided in the negative—yeas 
lows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Ball, Bennett, Benson, Benton, Camp 


73, nays 100; as fol- | 


bell, Carpenter, Chandler,Crocker, Cullom, Curtis, Thomas | 


Davis, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dickiuson, Edgerton, Ed- || 
Eliot, Etheridge, Everhart, Farley, | 


mands Thomas D. 


Flagler, Giddings, Goodrich, Grow, Aaron Harlan, Andrew | 


J. Harlan, Harrison, Hastings, Haven, Hiester, Howe, 


ley, Lyon, MeCulloch, Mace, Matteson, Mavali, Meach- 
ain, Middleswarth, Morgan, Murray, Norton, Andrew Oli- 


- Richardson, 


John Perkins, Phelps, Phillips, Powell, Puryear, Reese, 
Kiddie, Robbins, Rowe, Ruffin, Shannon, 
Shaw, Shower, Singleton, Samuel A. Smith, William 
Smith, George W. Smyth, Snodgrass, Frederick P. Stan 
ton, Richard H. Stanton, Alexander H. Stephens, Stratton, 
Straub, David Start, Tweed, Vail, Vansant, Walbridge, 
Walker, Walsh, Westbrook, Witte, Daniel B. Wright, 
Hendrick B. Wriglit, and Zollicoffer—100. 


So the House refused to adjourn. 


The SPEAKER. The question recurs on the 
appeal taken from the decision of the Chair by 
the gentleman from North Carolina, [Mr. Ciine- 
MAN. | 

Mr. SAGE. I move that the House do now 
take a recess until seven o’clock this evening. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I submit that that motion 
is not in order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that the 
proposition of the gentleman from New York 
{[Mr. Sace] is not in order. 

Several Memuers. State the question. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Goopricu] 
had aright to submit a motion that the House 
excuse him from voting on the appeal taken from 
the decision of the Chair. From this decision— 
that the motion wasin order—the gentleman from 
North Carolina [Mr. Ciineman] takes an appeal; 
and the question before the body is, ‘Shall the 
decision of the Chair stand as the judgment of 
the House?” 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. | move now, 
if itisin order, that there be a call of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that that 
motion is not in order until this appeal be dis- 
posed of. 


Mr. WASHBURN. From that decision of 


| the Chair I take an appeal. 


The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair cannot entertain 
it. 
Mr. CAMPBELL. I move to lay the appeal 


| on the table. 


Mr. CLINGMAN. A similar motion has been 
just voted down. 


The SPEAKER. The proposition submitted 


by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Campset] has | 


been voted down a few minutes since. 
Mr. SAGE. I want to inquire from the Chair 
if it is not in order to move to adjourn ? 
The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 
The question was then taken; and there were— 


son W. Harris, Wiley P. Harris, Hendricks, Henn, Hibbard, || YES 82, nays 100; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Ball, Banks, Bennett, Benson, Benton, 
Campbell, Carpenter, Chandler, Crocker, Cullom, Cutting, 
Thomas Davis, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dickinson, Ed 
gerton, Edmands, Thomas D. Eliot, Etheridge, Ever- 
hart, Farley, Flagler, Fulier, Gamble, Giddings, Goodrich, 
Gyow, Aaron Harlan, Andrew J. Harlan, Hastings, Haven, 
Hiester, Howe, Hughes, Hunt, Daniel T. Jones, Kittredge, 
Knox, Letcher, Lindsley, Lyon, McCulloch, Matteson, 
Meacham, Middleswarth ,Millson,Morgan,.Murray, Nichols, 
Norton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, Peck, Peckham, Bishop 
Perkins, Pringle, Puryear, David Ritchie, Sabin, Sage, 
Sapp, Simmons, Skelton, Gerrit Smith, Andrew Stuart, 
Tracy, Trout, Upham, Wade, Walley, Ellihu B. Wash- 
burne, Israel Washburn, John Weutworth, ‘Tappan Went- 
worth, and Wheeler—82. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abercrombie, James C. Allen, Willis 


| Allen, Ashe, David J. Bailey, Thomas H. Bayly, Barks 


dale, Bell, Bocock, Boyce, Breckinridge, Bridges, Brooks, 
Caruthers, Caskie, Chastain,Chrisman, Churchwell, Clark, 
Clingman, Cobb, Colquitt, Cox, Craige, Cumming, John 
G. Davis, Dawson, Disney, Dowdell, Dunbar, Dunham, 
Edmundson, John M. Elliott, English, Florence, Goode, 
Green, Greenwood, Grey, Sampson W. Harris, Wiley P. 
Harris, Hendricks, Heon, Hibbard, Hill, Hillyear, Inger- 
soll, Roland Jones, Keitt, Kerr, Kidwell, Kurtz, Lamb, 
Lane, Latham, Macdonald, McDougall, McNair, Maxwell, 
John G. Miller, 8mith Miller, Olds, Mordeeai Oliver, Orr, 
Packer, John Perkins, Phillips, Powell, Preston, Reese, 
Richardson, Riddie, Robbins, Rogers, Rowe, Ruffin, 
Shannon, Shaw, Shower, Singleton, Samuel A. Smith 
William Smith, William R. Smith, George W. Smyth, 
Snodgrass, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, 


|| Alexander H. Stephens, Suaub, David Stuart, Vansant, 
liughes, Hunt, Daniel T. Jones. Kittredge, Knox, Linds- | 


ver, Parker, Peck, Pennington, Bishop Perkins, Pringle, | 


David Ritchie, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Simmons, Skelton, || 
Gerrit Smith, Andrew Stuart, John L. Taylor, Tracy, || 


Upham, Wade, Watley, Ei B. Washburne, Israel | 


Washbum, Wells, John Wentworth, Tappan Wentworth, 
and Wheeler—73. 


NAYS*Messre. Abercrombie, James C. Allen, Willis | 
|| yeas and nays. 


Alten, Ashe, David J. Bailey, Thomas H. Bayly, Barry, 
Bell, Bocock, Boyce, Breckinridge, Bridges, Caruthers, 


Caskie, Chastain, Churchwell, Clark, Clingman, Cobb, || 


Colquitt, Cox, Craige, Cumming, Cutting, John G. Davis, | 


Dawson, Disney. Dowdell, Dunbar, Dunham, Edmundson, 
Juha M. Elliot, 


inglish, Favikner, Florence, Gamble, | 


Goode, Greenwood, Grey, Sampson W. Harris, Wiley P. | 


Harris, Hendricks, Henn, Hibbard, Hillyer, Ingersoll, Ro 

land Jones, Keitt, Kerr, Kidwell, Lamb, Latham, Letcher, 
Macdonald, McDougall, McNair, Maxwell, John G Miller, 
Smith Miller, Mitizon, Olds, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Packer, 


|| the 
\| next. 


Walbridge, Walker, Walsh, Warren, Westbrook, Witte, 


| Daniel B. Wright, Hendrick B. Wright, and Zollicotfer— 


100, 
So the decision of the Chair was overruled. 


Mr. MORGON. I move that the House ad- 
journ; and upon that motion I call for the yeas 


| and nays. 


Mr. MATTESON. Idemand tellers upon the 


Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Marreson || 
_and Kerrr were appointed. 


The House was then divided; and the tellers 
reported forty in the affirmative. 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. GOODRICH. I now move that when 
ouse adjourns, it adjourn until Wednesday 
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The SPEAKER. The Chair rules the motio, 
out of order, under the decision just made by , 
House. 

The question was then put upon the Motion ty 
adjourn; and it was decided in the negatiy 
68, nays 101; as follows: 


the 


&—yeas 


YEAS—Messrs. Banks, Bennett, Benson, Benton, Cay, 
bell, Carpenter, Chandler, Crocker, Culiom, Dean, De wy, 
Dick, Dickinson, Eastman, Edgerton, Edinands, Thoma’ 
D. Eliot, Ellison, Etheridge Everhart, Parley, Flagler a 
dings, Aaron Harlan, Andrew J. Harlan, Hastings, oe. a 
Hliester, Howe, Hughes, Hunt, Daniel 'T. Jones, Kityreg,,’ 
Knox, Lindsley, McCulloch, Matteson, Meacham, y\,’ 
dieswarth, Morgan, Morrisew, Murray, Nichols, Deen 
Audrew Oliver, Parker, Peck, Pennington, Bishop | q 
kins, Pringle, David Ritchie, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, si; 
mous, Skelton, Gerrit Smith, Andrew Stuart, Tracy, Trom, 
Upham, Wade, Walley, Etlihu B. Washburne, } 
Washburn, John Wentworth, Tappan Wentworth 
W heeler—6e. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abercrombie, James C. Allen, Willig 4). 
len, Ashe, David J. Bailey, Thomas H. Bayly, Barksdajp 

sarry, Bell, Bocock, Boyce, Breckinridge, Bridges, Brook. 
Caruthers, Caskie, Chastain, Chrisman, Churchwell, Cigar: 
Clingman, Cobb, Colquitt, Cox, Craige, Cumming, Joi, ¢’ 
Davis, Dawson, Disney, Dowdell, Dunbar, Dunham, py 
mundson, John M. Elliott, English, Florence, Fuller.Goor> 
Greenwood, Grey, Sampson W. Harris, Wiley P. Harn< 
liendricks, Henu, Hibbard, Hill, Houston, Ingersoll, Geog: 
W. Jones,J Glancy Jones, Roland Jones, Keitt, Kerr, Ky. 
well, Kurtz. Lamb, Lane, Letcher, Macdonald, MeDowua)) 
McNair, Maxwell, John G. Miller, Smith Miller, Ojqs 
Mordeeai Oliver, Orr, Packer, John Perkins, Phillips, Pow. 
ell, Preston, Puryear, Reese, Richardson, Riddle, Robbins. 

Lowe, Ruffin, Shannon, Shaw, Shower, Singleton, say 
uel A. Smith, William Smith, William R. Sinith, George 
W. Smyth, Snodgrass, Frederick P. Stanton, Alexander {{, 
Stephens, David Start, Tweed, Vansant, Walbridge, 
Walker, Walsh, Warren, Westbrook, Witte, Danie) §. 
Wright, Hendrick B. Wright, and Zollicoffer—10}. 


er 


Isr A] 
» and 


So the House refused to adjourn. 


Mr. ELIOT, of Massachusetts. 
of the House. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair rules that mo- 
tion out of order at this stage of the proceedings, 


Mr. ELIOT. From that decision I respect- 
| fully take an appeal. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair has already de. 


I move a call 


'| clined to entertain an appeal, as there is an appeal 


already pending before the House. 
This morning the rules of the House were sus- 
pended, and the House resolved itself into the 
| Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
|Union. The committee rose, and reported to the 
| House a bill—the Nebraska bill—upon which the 
| gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. Ricuarpson,} the 
| chairman of the Committee on Territories, de- 
manded the previous question. The gentleman 
| from Onio [Mr. Campsett] moved to suspend 
| the rules generally, for the purpose of introducing 
/aresolution. The Chair decided that motion out 
of order. ‘The Chair remarked at the time that 
the Elouse was acting under a suspension of the 
rules. 
Gentlemen are aware that there area good many 
privileged motions, nearly all of which have been 
crowded upon the Chair ina very short space of 
time,and inamanner wellcalculated to embarrass. 
The Chair was inclined to think that the House 
| was then acting under a suspension of the rules, 
/and that it was not in order to suspend the rules 

generally; and he also stated that a motion to sus- 
| pend the rules generally—which motion is aliowei 

only on Mondays—and a motion to suspend the 
| rules for the purpose of going into the Committee 
/of the Whole, were of equal dignity, and thatit 

was the duty of the Chair to put them in the order 
| in which they were made. 

Some gentlemen called the attention of the 
Chair to the fact that it was the habit of the House, 
after the Committee of the Whole had reported & 

bill, without acting upon that report, to suspend 
| the rules, and go back into committee. The Chair 
then doubted the correctness of his original de- 


‘| cision; and but for the fact that the previous ques- 


tion had been demanded, the Chair would have 
reviewed his decision. \ 
| The Chair’s decision, then, is, that during the 
pendency of the demand for the previous ques- 
tion, it is notin order to move to suspend the rules 
for either purpose. The Chair is sustained in 
that decision by his own practice, as it appears 
/upon the Journal. The Chair thinks this Is 4 
| rational and practical administration of the rules. 
If it be remembered that upon the question of 
seconding the demand for the previous question 


| the yeas and nays cannot be called, it will be seen 


} 
| 
} 
' 


that it would require but a single vote to decide 
whether the House will order the main question; 
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and that no hardship can result if the rules are 
thus administered constantly. 

“Brom the decision of the Chair an appeal was 
‘aken, and a motion was made by the gentleman 
Minetts 


fom North Carolina (Mr. Ciiemay} to lay that | 


appeal upon the table. That is the pending ques- 


tion. r ; 
Mr. HENDRICKS. That appeal has just 
been voted down. 
TheSPEAKER. That was another sppeal. 
The question was then put; and decided in the 
afirmative—yeas 114, nays 67; as follows: 
y EAS—Messrs. Abercrombie, James ©. Allen, Willis 
Allen, Ashe, David J. Bailey, Thomas H. Bayly, Banks, 
Barksdale, Barry, Bell, Bocock, Boyce, Breckinridge, 


Bridges, Brooks, Caruthers, Caskie, Chastain, Chrisman, 


Churchwell, Clark, Clingman, Cobb, Coiquitt, Cox, Craige, | 


Cumming, Cutting, John G. Davis, Dawson, Disney, Dow- 
ij, Dunham, Edmundson, John M. Elliott, English, Eth- 
eridge, Florence, Fuller,Gamble, Goode ,G reen,Greenwood, 
Grey, Hamilton, Sampson Ww. Harris, Wiley P. Harris, 
Hendricks, Henn, Hibbard, Hill, Hillyer, Houston, Inger 
ei], Johnson, George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Roland 
Jones, Kerr, Kidwell, Kurtz, Lamb, Lane, Latham,L¢ tcher, 
Lilly. Lindley, Macdonald, McDougall, McNair, Maxwell, 
John G. Miller, Sinith Miller, Noble, Olds, Mordecai Oli 
ver, Orr, Packer, Jobn Perkins, Phillips, Powell, Preston, 
Reese, Richardson, Riddie, Thomas Ritchey, Robbins, 
Rowe, Ruffian, Shannon, Shaw, Shower, Singleton, Gerrit 
Smith, Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, William R. 
Smith, George W. Smyth, Snodgrass, Frederick P. Stan- 
ton, Alexander U. Stephens, Hlestor L. Stevens, Straub, 
David Stuart, John J. Taylor, Tweed, Vansant, Walbridge, 
Walker, Walsh, Warren, Westbrook, Witte, Daniel B. 
Wright, Hendrick B. Wright, and Zollicoffer—114. 
NAYS—Messrs. Ball, Bennett, Benson, Benton, Camp- 
bell, Carpenter, Chandler, Crocker, Cullom, Thomas Davis, 
Dean, De Witt, Dickinson, Drum, Eastman, Edgerton, 
Edmands, Thomas D. Eliot, Etfison, Everhart, Farley, 
Fenton, Flagler, Giddings, Goodrich, Grow, Aaron Har- 
lan, Hastings, Haven, Howe, Hughes, Hunt, Daniel T. 
Jones, Knox, Lindsley, McCulloch, Matteson, Mayall, 
Meacham, Middleswarth, Morgan, Murray, Nichols, Nor 
ton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, Peck, Pennington, Bishop 
Perkins, Pringle, Russell, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Simmons, 
Skelton, Stratton, Andrew Stuart, Nathaniel G. Taylor, 
Trout, Upham, Wade, Ellihu B. Washburne, Israel Wash 


de 


burn, John Wentworth, Tappan Wentworth, and Wheeler | 


—67. 

So the appeal was laid upon the table. 

Mr. BANKS. I move to reconsider the vote 
by which the House laid the appeal upon the 
table. 

Mr. WALSH. I move to lay the motion to 
reconsider upon the table. 

Mr. BANKS. [ask the Chair to read to the 
House a precedent upon this point. 

Mr.CLINGMAN. I object. 

Mr. BANKS. I do not wish to argue the 
question, but only desire to have a precedent read. 

Mr.CLINGMAN. I object. There are con- 
flicting decisions upon the point. 

The SPEAKER, It is objected to, and it can- 
not be read. 

Mr. SAGE. I demand the yeas and nays upon 
the motion to lay the motion to reconsider upon 
the table. 

Mr. WHEELER. I call for tellers upon the 
demand for the yeas and nays. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Ernerinee 
and BreckINRIpGE were appointed. 

The House was then divided upon the demand 
for the yeas and nays; and the tellers reported— 
ayes forty-seven, (a sufficient number.) 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. SAPP. 
adjourn. 

Mr. MATTESON. I demand the yeas and 
“~ upon that proposition. 

Mr. BANKS. I call for tellers upon the demand 
for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. DICKINSON. I move that when the 


ouse adjourns, it adjourn to meet on Wednesday 
next. 


The SPEAKER. Under the decision of the 
House, overruling the decision of the Chair, the 
Speaker rules the motion out of order; and that 
motion cannot be entertained during this session, 
under that decision. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. 
take an appeal ? 

The SPEAKER. TheChair will not entertain 
an appeal. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Did not the Chair entertain 
& similar appeal when it came from the other side? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair very reluctantly 
entertained an appeal then, but he very decidedly 
declines to entertain it now. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Hamitron 
and Sace appointed. 

The House was then divided upon ordering the 


Would it be in order to 


I move that the House do now || 


yeas and nays; and the tellers reported forty in 
the affirmative—more than one fifth of those pres- 
ent. 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Sapp’s 
motion; and decided in the negative—yeas 75, 
nays 114; as foliows: 


Y EAS—Messrs. Ball, Banks, Bennett, Benson, Benton, 
Carpenter, Chandler, Crocker, Cullom, Thomas Davis, 
Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dickinson, Drum, Eastman, Edger- 
ton, Edmands, Thomas D. Eliot, Ellison, Ethendge, Ever 
hart, Farley, Fenton, Flagler, Giddings, Goodrich, Grow, 
Aaron Harlan, Andrew J. Harlan, Harrison, Hastings, Ha 
ven, Howe, Hughes, Hunt, Daniel T. Jones, Kettredge, 
Knox, Lindsley, Lyon, MeCulloch, Matteson, Middies 
warth, Morgan, Murray, Nichols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, 
Parker, Peck, Peckham, Pennington, Bishop Perkins, Prin- 
gle, David Ritchie, Russell, Sabin, Sapp, Simmous, Skel 
ton, Andrew Stuart, John L. Taylor, Nathaniel G. Taylor, 
Thurston, Tracy, Trout, Upham, Wade, Walley, Ellibu B. 
Washburne, Israel Washburn, John Wentworth, Tappan 
Wentworth, and Yates—75. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abercrombie, James C. Allen, Willis 
Allen, Ashe, David J. Bailey, Thomas H. Bayly, Barks- 
dale, Barry, Beil, Bocock, Boyce, Breckinridge, Bridges, 
Brooks, Caruthers, Caskie, Chastain, Chrisman, Church- 
well, Clark, Clingman, Cobb, Colquitt, Cox, Craige, Cum- 
ming, Catting, John G. Davis, Dawson, Disney, Dowdell, 
Dunham, Edmundson, John M. Eltiott, English, Faulkner, 
Florence, Gamble, Goode, Green, Greenwood, Grey, Ham- 
jiton, Sampson W. Harrie, Witey P. Harris, Hendricks, 
Henn, Hibbard, Hill, Hillyer, Houxton, Ingersoll, Johnson, 
George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Roland Jones, Kerr, 
Kidwell, Kurtz, Lamb, Lane Leteher, Lilly, Lindley, 
Macdonald, McDougall, McNair, John G. Mitier, Smith 
Miller, Olds, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Packer, Jobn Per- 
kins, Phelps, Phillips, Powell, Pratt, Preston, Reese, 
Richardson, Robbins, Rowe, Ruffin, Seymour, Shannon, 
Shaw, Shower, Singleton, Samuel A. Smith, William R. 


Sinith, George W. Smyth. Snodgrass, Frederick P. Stan- | 


ton, Richard H. Stanton, Alexander H. Stephens, Hestor 
L. Stevens, Stratton, Straub, David Stuart, Joho J. ‘Taylor, 
Tweed, Vail, Vansant, Walbridge, Walker, Walsh, War- 
ren, Westbrook, Witte, Daniel B. Wright, Hendrick B. 
Wright, aud Zoilicoffer—114. 


So the House refused to adjourn. 


The question then recurred upon the motion to 
lay upon the table the motion to reconsider the 


Chair was laid upon the table. 

Mr. HUGHES. I demand the yeas and nays 
upon that motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken upon the motion; and 
decided in the afirmative—yeas 108, nays 73; as 
follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Abercrombie, James C. Allen, Willis 


Allen, Ashe, David J. Bailey, Thomas H. Bayly, Barks- 
dale, Barry, Bell, Bocock, Boyce, Breckinridge, Bridges, 


well, Clark, Clingman, Cobb, Colquitt, Craige, Cumming, 
Curtis, John G. Davis, Dawson, Disney, Dowdell, Dun 

ham, Edmundson, English, Faulkner, Florence, Goode, 
| Green, Greenwood, Grey, Hamilton, Sampson W. Harris, 
Wiley P. Harris, Hendricks, Henn, Hibbard, Hill, Hillyer, 
Houston, Ingersoll, George W. Jones, J. Glaney Jones, 
toland Jones, Kerr, Kidwell, Kurtz, Lamb, Lane, Letcher, 
| Lilly, Lindley, Macdonald, McDougall, Maxwell, John G. 
Miller, Smith Miller, Noble, Olds, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, 
Packer, Bishop Perkins, Phillips, Powell, Pratt, Preston, 
Puryear, Reese, Richardson, Riddle, Robbins, Rowe, Ruffin, 
Shannon, Shaw, Shower, Singleton, Samuel A. Smith, 
William Smith, George W. Smyth, Snodgrass, Frederick 
P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Alexander H. Stephens, 
Hestor L. Stevens, Straub, David Stuart, John J. Taylor, 
| Tweed, Vail; Vansant, Walker,” Walsh, Warren, West- 
brook, Witte, Daniel B. Wright, Hendrick B. Wright, and 
Zollicoffer—108. 

NAYS— Messrs. Ball, Banks, Belcher, Bennett, Benson, 
Benton, Campbell, Carpenter, Chandler, Crocker, Callom, 
Thomas Davis, Dean, Dickinson, Drom, Eastinan, Edger- 
ton, Edmands, ‘Thotnas D. Eliot, Ellison, Etheridge, Ever 
hart, Farley, Feuton, Flagler, Giddings, Goodrich, Aaron 
Harlan, Andrew J. Harlan, Harrison, Hastings, Maven, 
Hiester, Howe, Hughes, Daniel T. Jones, Kittredge, Knox, 


Lindsley, McCulloch, Matteson, Mayall, Meacham, Mid- | 


dieswarth, Morgan, Morrison, Nichols, Norton, Andrew 
Oliver, Parker, Peck, Peckham, Pringle, Russell, Sabin, 
Sage, Sapp, Simmons, Skelton, Stratton, Andrew Stuart, 
| John L. Taylor, Nathaniel G. Taylor, Thurston, Tracy, 
Trout, Upham, Wade, Eilihu B. Washburne, israel Wash- 
burn, Johan Weniworih, Tappan Wentworth, and Yates —73. 
So the House agreed to lay the motion to recon- 
sider upon the table. 
{Loud and prolonged cries of ‘* Question!” 
** Question !’’] 
Mr. SAGE. 
| adjourn. 
r. DEAN. Upon that motion I demand the 
| yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Sace’s 
motion; and decided in the negative—yeas 79, 
nays 116; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Ball, Banks, Belcher, Benson, Benton, 

| Campbell, Carpenter, Chandler, Crocker, Cullom, Curtia, 


| Thomas Davis, Dean, De Witt, Dickinson, Drum,Edgerton, 
| Edmands, Thomas D. Eliot, Ellison, Etheridge, Everhart, 


I move that the House do now 


vote by which the appeal from the decision of the | 


Brooks, Caruthers, Caskie, Chastain, Chrisman, Church- | 
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Farley, Fenton, Flagler, Giddings, Goodrich, Grow, Aaron 
Harlan, Andrew J. Harlan, Harrison, Hastings, Haven, 
Lliester, Howe, Hughes, Huat, Daniel T. Jones, Kittredge, 
Knox, Lindsley, McCulloch, Mace, Matiesou, Mayall, 
Meachain, Morgan, Murray, Nichols, Norton, Andrew Oli 
ver, Pasker, Peck, Peckham, Pennington, Bishop Perkins, 
Pringle, Russell, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Simmons, Skelton, 
Gerrit Smith, Andrew Stuart, John L. Taylor, Nathaniel 
G. Taylor, Thurston, Tracy, Trout, Upham, Wade, Wal 
ley, Ellihu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Joha Went- 
worth, Wheeler, and Y ates—79. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abercrombie, James C. Allen, Willis 
Allen, Ashe, David J. Bailey, Thomas H. Bayly, Barks- 
dale, Barry, Bell, Bocock, Boyce, Breckinridge, Bridges, 
Brooks, Caruthers, Caskie, Chastain, Churchwell, Clark, 
Clingman, Cobb, Colquitt, Cumming, Johu G. Davis, Daw 
son, Dowdell, Dunbar, Dunham, Edmundson, John M. Eb 
liott, English, Faulkner, Florence, Goode, Green, Green- 
wood, Grey, Hamiltou, Sampson W. Harris, Hendricks, 
Henn, Hibbard, Hill, Hillyer, Houston, Ingersoll, George 
W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Roland Jones, Keitt, Kerr, 
Kidwell, Kurtz, Lamb, Lane, Latham, Leteher, Liily, 
Lindley, Macdonald, McDougall, McNair, Maxwell, May, 
John G. Miller, Smith Miller, Millson, Morrison, Olds, 
Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Packer, Johu Perkius, Phelps, Phil- 
lips, Powell, Pratt, Preston, Puryear, Reese, Richardson, 
Riddle, Robbins, Rogers, Ruffin, Seymour, Shannon, Siaw, 
Shower, Singleton, Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, 
William R. Smith, George W. Sinyth, Snodgrass, Freder 
ick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Alexander H. Ste- 
phens, Hestor L. Stevens, Stratton, Suaub, David Stuart, 
John J. Taylor, Tweed, Vail, Vasant, Walbridge, Walker 
Walsh, Warren, Westbrook, Witte, Daniel B. Wright, 
Hendrick B. Wright, and Zoltlicoffer—116. 


So the House refused to adjourn. 

The question then recurred upon the motion to 
lay the bill upon the table. 

Mr. STUA RT, of Ohio. I move to recommit 
the bill tothe Committee of the Whole onthe state 
of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. That motion is not in order 
under an express rule of the House. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I| demand the yeas and 
nays upon the motion io May the bill upon the 
table. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I 
there be a call of the House. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. That motion is not in 
order. ‘The House has decided that a motion for 
a call of the House is not in order at this stage of 
the proceedings. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois 
demanded the previous question upon the report 
of the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. A motion that there be a call of the 
House was made, and the House refused to order 
it; thus indicating its purpose to vote upon the 
report made by the committee. Since that time, 
the condition of business has not been changed at 
all. The Chair therefore decides that a motion 
for a call of the Houge is not in order. 

Mr. WASHBURN. From that decision I 
take an appeal. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I submit that the gentle- 
man cannot take an appeal. A motion that there 
be a call of the House is not in order; and an ap- 
peal from the decision of the Chair deciding that 
it is not in order, is no more in order than it 
would be ona motion that the House adjourn. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. There is no appeal pend- 
ing now, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules the 

oint of order, and decides the appeal in order. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I move to lay the appeal 
upon the table. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Upon that | demand the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Upon ferther reflection, I 
will withdraw my motion, and allow the vote to be 
taken directly upon sustaining the decision of the 
Chair. 

Mr. WHEELER. I renew the motion to lay 
the appeal upon the table. 

Mr. SAGE. Upon that motion I demand the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken upon Mr. Wueeien’s 
motion; and decided in the afiirmative—-yens 118, 
nays 73; as follows: 


move that 


YE AS—Messrs. Abercrombie, James C. Allen, Willis 
Allen, Ashe, David J. Bailey, Thomas H. Bailey, Barks- 
dale, Barry, Bell, Bocock, Boyce, Breckinridge, Bridges, 
Caruthers, Caskie, Chandler, Chasiain, Clirisman, Church 
well, Clark, Clingman, Cobb, Coiquiu, Cox, Craige, Cut 
ting, Joho G. Davis, Dawson, Dowdell, Dunbar, Dunham, 
Edmundson, John M. Elliott, English. Fanikner, Florence, 
Gamble, Goode, Greenwood, Grey, Hamilton, Sampson W. 
Harris, Wiley P. Harris, Heudricks, Heun, Hibbard, Hill, 
Hillyer, Houston, Ingersoll, George W. Joues, J. Glaney 
Joncs, Roland Jones, Keitt, Kerr, Kidwell, Kurtz, Lamb, 
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es 


Lane, Leteher, Lilly. Lindley, Lyon, MeCulloch, Mac- | 


dounld, Melougall, McNair, Maxwetl, May, John G. Mil- 
ler, Smith Miller, Morrison, Olds, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, 
Packer, Pennington, Bishop Perkins, John Perkins,Phelps, 
Pivitlips, Powell, Preston, Puryear, Reese, Richardson, 
Riddle, Robbins, Rogers, Ruthin, Shannon, Shaw, Shower, 
Ringleton, Samucl A. Smith, William mith, George W, 


Sinyth, Snodgrass, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stan- | 


ton, Alexander H. Stephens, Hestor L. Stevens, Straub, 
David Stuart, John J. Taylor, Tweed, Vail, Vansant, Wal- 
bridge, Walker, Walsh, Warren, Ettihu 8B. Washburne, 
Westbrook, Witte, Daniel B. Wright, Hendrick B. Wright, 
and Zotlicoffer—t1ta&. 

NAYS—Meesasers. Ball, Banks, Belcher, Bennett, Benson, 
Renton, Campbell, Crocker, Cultom, Curtis, Thomas 
Davis, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dickinson, Drum, Edgerton, 
Edmands, Thomas D. Eliot, Ellison, Echeridge, Evertiart, 
Farley, Penton. Flagler, Fuller, Goodrich, Green, Grow, 
Aaron Harlan, Harrison, Wastings, Maven, Hiester, Howe, 
Hughes, Hunt, Johnson, Daniel T. Jones, Kittredge, Knox, 


Lindsey, Mace, Matteson. Mayall, Meacham, Middles- | 


warth, Millkon, Morgan, Murray, Nichots, Norton, An- 
drew Oliver, Parker, Peck, Pringle, David Ritchie. Russel, 
Buge, Mapp, Simmons, Skelton, John L. Taylor, Nathaniel 
G. Taylor, Thurston, Tracy, Trout, Uphain, Watley, Is 
reel Washburn, John Wentworth, Tappan Wentworth, 
and Vatex—73 

So the appeal was laid upon the table, and the 
decision of the Chair sustained. 

Pending the call of the roll, 

Mr. WHEELER, who was outside the bar 
when his name was called, asked leave to vote. 

Mr. WALSH objected, 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I rise to a 
privileged motion. [ move to reconsider the vote 
by which the ve was Inid upon the table. 


‘Mr. HAMILTON. How did you vote upon | 


that motion ? 


Mr. WASHBURNE, I voted with the ma- | 


jor yj. 
Mr. MORGAN. Upon the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois f demand the yeas and nays. 
Mr. CLINGMAN? I submit that that motion 
is not in order. 


The SPEAKER. 


The Chair overrules the | 


question of order made by the gentleman from | 
North Carolina, and decides the motion to be in 


order. 


Mr. WALSH. Irise toa question of order. | 


I now renew the point I made some time ago, that 
motions which are made with the express view, 


with the express intention, to retard the business | 


of the House, are not in order. 
The SPEAKER. 


question of order. 


Mr. WALSH. I then appeal from the decision | 


of the Chair. [Laughter.] 


The Chair overrules the | 


Mr. CLINGMAN. I move to lay the motion || 


to reconsider upon the table. 


Mr. SAGE. I demand the yeasand nays upon | 


that motion. 

Mr. MATTESON. 
ordering the yeas and nays. 

Mr. WALSH. Atthe suegestion of some gen- 
tlemen upon whom I rely, I withdraw my appeal. 

Tellers upon the yeas and nays were ordered; 


and Messrs. Wueecer and Cox were appointed. | 


The House was divided; and the tellers reported 
forty-one in the affirmative, (a sufficient number.) 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Crine- 


MAN’s motion; and decided.in the affirmative— | 


yeas 114, nays 74; as follows: 


I demand tellers upon | 


| | call the attention of the Chair to the 120th rule, | 
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kins, Pringle, David Ritchie, Russell, Sage, Sapp, Stratron, 
Andrew Stuart, Join L. Taylor. Nathaniel G. Taylor, 
Tracy, Trout, Upham, Wade, Watley, Ellihu 8. Wash- 
burne, Israel Washburn, John Wentworth, Tappan Went 

worth, Wheeler, and Yates-—74. 


So the motion to reconsider was laid upon the 
table. 

{Cries of ** Question !’’ ** Question !’"] 

Mr. BENSON. I move that this House do 
now adjourn. 

Mr. MORGAN. Upon that motion J] demand 
the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Ben- 
son’s motion; and decided in the negative—yeas 


"y) 


72, nays 117; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Ball, Banks, Belcher, Bennett, Ben 
son, Benton, Campbell, Carpenter, Crocker, Cullom, 
Thomas Davis, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dickinson, Drum, 
Edgerton, Edinands, Thomas D. Eliot, Ellison, Farley, 
Fenton, Giddings, Goodrich, Grow, Aaron Harlan, An 
drew J. Harlan, Harrison, Hastings, Haven, Howe, 
Hughes, Hunt, Daniel T. Jones, Kitttredge, Knox, Linds 
ley. Lyon, McCulloch, Mace, Matteson, Mayall, Meacham, 
Middleswarth, Morgan, Murray, Norton, Am'rew Oliver, 
Parker, Peck, Bishop Perkins, Pringle, David Ritchie, Rus 
sell, Sage, Sapp, Simmons, Skelton, Gerrit Smith, Andrew 
Start, John L. Taylor. Nathaniel G. Taylor, Thurston, 
Tracy, Trout, Wade, Walley, Ellibu B. Waslburne, Is 
rae] Washburn, John Wentworth, Tappan Weutworth, and 
W heeler—72. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abercrombie, James C. Allen, Willis Al- 
len, Ashe, David J. Bailey, ‘Thomas H. Bayly, Barry, Bell, 
Boyce, Breckinridge, Bridges, Caruthers,Caskie, Chastain, 
Chrisman, Clark, Clingman, Cobb, Colquitt, Cox, Craige, 
Cumming, Curtis, Cutting, Johu G.Davis, Dawson, Disney, 
Dowdell, Dunham, Edmundson, John M. Elliott, English, 
Faulkner, Florence, Fuller, Gamble, Goode, Green, Green- 
wood, Grey, Hamilton, Sampson W. Harris, Wiley P. Har 
ris, Hendficks, Ilenn, Hibbard, Hill, Hillyer, Houson, tn- 
gersoll, Johnson, George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Roland 
Jones, Keitt, Kerr, Kidwell, Kurtz, Lamb, Lane, Latham, 
Letcher, Lilly, Lindley, Macdonald, Me Dougall, McNair, 
Maxwell, May, John G. Miller, Smith Miller, Millson, 
Morrison, Nichols, Noble. Olds, Murdecai Oliver, Orr, 
Packer, Phelps, Phillips, Powell, Pratt, Ready, Reese, 
Richardson, Riddle, Thomas Ritchey, Robbins, Rowe, 
Ruffin, Shannon, Shaw, Shower, Singleton, Samuel A. 
Smith, William Smith, George W. Smyth, Frederick P. 
Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Alexander H. Stephens, 
Hestor L. Stevens, Stratton, Straub, David Stuart. John 
J. Taylor, Tweed, Vail, Vansant, Walbridge, Watker, 
Walsh, Westbrook, Witte, Daniel B. Wright, Hendrick 
B. Wright, and Zollicoffer—L17. 


So the Houee refused to adjourn. 

The question then recurred upon the motion to 
lay the bill upon the table. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I demand 
the yeas and nays upon that motion. 

r. STUART, of Ohio. I made the motion to 
recommit the bill to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. That motion is not in 
order. 


my) 


Mr. STUART. The Chair ruled that motion | 


to be out of order. [I now renew that motion, and 


with the note thereto. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio } 
moves to recommit the bill to the Committee of | 


| the Whole on the state of the Union, and refers 


YEAS— Messrs. Abercrombie, James C. Allen, Willis | 


Allen, Ashe, David J. Bailey, Thomas H. Bayly, Barksdale, 
Rarry, Boeock, Boyce, Breckinridge, Bridges, Brooks, 


Caruthers, Caskie, Chastain, Chrisman,Churelwwell, Clark, | 


Clingman, Cobb, Colquitt, Cox, Craige, Cumming, Cutting, 


Jobn G. Davis, Dawson, Dowdell, Dunbar, Edmundson, | 


Jotun M. Ettiort, English, Faulkner, Florence, Fuller, Gam 


ble, Goode, Green, Greenwood, Grey, Hamilton, Sampson | 


W. Harris, Wiley P. Harris, Hendricks, Henn, Hibbard, || 


Hillyer, Houston, Ingersoll, George W. Jones, J. Glancy 


Jones, Roland Jones, Keitt, Kerr, Kidwell, Kurtz. Lamb, | 


Lane, Latham, Letcher, Lilly, Lyon, Maedonald, MeDou 


gall, McNair, Maxwell, May,John G. Miller, Smith Miller, | 


to the 120th rule. The Chair has read that rule || 


once or twice to-day,'and cannot be mistaken in 
reference to its construction. The rule is express 
upon the suliject. 

Mr. STUART. Does not the note say after 
the previous question has been seconded ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has no doubt that 


that note was put there long before the present | 


rule was in existence. At all events, there is no 
note that can overturn a direct rule. I[t is pro- 
vided by an express rule that a demand for the 
previous question cuts off all debate, motions to 
commit, motions to amend, motions to postpone 
to a day certain, and to postpone indefinitely, and 


| brings the House to a direct vote upon the main 


Millson, Morrison, Olds, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Packer, i] 


Pheips, Phillips, Powell, Puryear, Reese, Richardson, Rid 
die, Thomas Ritchey, Robbins, Rogers, Rowe, Ruffin, Shan 


non, Shaw, Shower, Singleton, Samuel A. Smith, Wil- 
liam Smith, William R.Smith, George W. Smyth, Snod- | 


cass, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Alexander 
7. Stephens, Hestor L. Stevens, David Stuart, John J. 
Taylor, Tweed, Vail, Vansant, Walbridge, Walker, Walsh, 
Warren, Westbrook, Witte, Daniel B. Wright, Hendrick 
B.Wright, and Zollicoffer—114. 

NAYS—Messrs. Ball, Banks, Belcher, Bennett, Ben- 
son, Campbell, Carpenter, Chandler, Crocker, Cullom, 
Thomas Davis, Dean, De W 
Edgerton, Edmands, Thomas D. Eliot, Ellison, Etheridge, 
Everhart, Farley, Fenton, Flagler, Giddings, Goodrich, 


ings, Haven, Heister, Howe, Hughes, Hunt, Daniel T. 
Jones, Kittredge, Knox, cette Mace, Matteson, May- 
all, Meacham, Middleswarth, Morgan, Murray, Nichols, 
Norton, Andrew Ofiver, Parker, Pennington, Bishop Per- 


question, first upon the amendment, if there be 
one pending. Under this rule, therefore, a motion 
to commit is not in. order. 

The yeas and nays were ordered upon the ques- 
tion to lay the bill upon the table. 

The question was then taken on the moticn that 


|| the bill do lie upon the table; and it was decided 


| in the negafive—yeas 92, nays 112; as follows: 


itt, Dick, Dickinson, Drum, |) 


YEAS—Messrs. Banks, Belcher, Bennett, Benson, Ben- 
ton, Campbell, Carpenter, Chandler, Crocker, Cullom, 
Curtis, Thomas Davis, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dickinson, 
Drum, Eastman, Edgerton, Edmands, Thomas D. Eliot, 


| Eltison, Etheridge, Farley, Fenton, Flagler, Fuller, Gam- 
Grow, Aaron Harlan, Andrew J. Harlan, Harrison, Hast- |, 


| 


ble, Giddings, Goodrich, Grow, Aaron Harlan, Andrew J. 
Harlan, Harrison, Hastings, Haven, Hiester, Howe,Hughes, 
Hunt, Johnson, Daniel T. Jones, Kittredge, Knox, Linds- 
ley, Lyon, McCulloch, Mace, Matteson, Mayall, Meach- 
am, Middleswarth, Morgan, Morrison, Murray, Nichols, 


May 22. 


| Noble, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, Peck, Peckham 
| Pennington, Bishop Perkins, Pringle, Puryear, Monit 
| Ritehie, Thomas Ritchey, Regers, Russell, Sabin, — 
Sapp, Simmons, Skelton, Gerrit Sinith, Hestor {,, Steyu., 
Stratton, Andrew Start, John L. Taylor, Nathanio o 
Taylor. Thurston, Tracey, Trout, Wade, Walley, Eijiny k 
| Washburne, Israel Washburn, Wells, John Weutwor 
Tappan Wertworth, and Wheeler—92. am, 
NAYS—Messrs. Abererombie, James C. Alien. W jjjis Al 
len, Ashe. David J. Bailey, Thomas H. Bayty, Barksila 
Barry, Bell, Bocock, Breckinridge, Bridges, Brooks, (4, 
thers, Caskie, Chastain, Churchwell, Clark, Clingiian 
Cobb, Colquit, Cox, Craige, Cumming, Cutting, Joby ¢. 
Davis, Dawson, Disney, Dowdell, Dunbar, Duntan. kd 
| intndson, John M. Eliot, English, Faulkner, Plopeyen. 
Goode, Green, Greenwood, Grey, Hamilton, Sampson Ww 
Harris, Wiley P. Harris, Hendricks, Henn, Hibbard, pj\y 
Hillyer, Houston, Ingersoll, George W. Jones, J, Gtancy 
Jones, Roland Jones, Keitt, Kerr, Kidwell. Kurtz. Lami 
Lane, Latham, Letcher, Lilly, Lindley, Macdonald, yo’ 
Dougall, McNair, Maxwell, May, John G. Miller, Sqyyy 
Miller, Millson, Olds, Mordeeai Oliver, Orr, Packer, Jobn 
Perkins, Phelps, Phillips, Powell, Ready, Reese, Riciary. 
| son, Riddle, Robbins, Rowe, Ruffin, Shannon, Shay 
| Shower, Singleton, Samuel A. Smith, William Syiqi' 
William R. Smith, George W. Smyth, Snodgrass, Pregoy’ 
ick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Alexander H, sy. 
| phens, David Stuart. John J. Taylor, Tweed, Vail, Van- 
| sant, Walbridge, Walker, Walsh, Warren, Westbrook 
| Witte, Daniel B. Wright, Hendrick B. Wright, aud Zo)jj. 
| coffer—112. 


| So the House refused to lay the bill upon the 
table. 

Pending the above call, 

Mr. BUGG said: Mr. Speaker, I was not with- 
in the bar when my name was called, and | now 
ask the unanimous consent of the House to record 
my vote in favor of laying the billupon the table, 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I objectto anybody voting 
| who was not within the bar when his name was 
| called. 

The SPEAKER. Objection being made, the 
| gentleman cannot vote, if he was not within the 
| bar when his name was called. 

Mr. BUGG. I will then say, that if I had been 
| within the bar when my name was called, I should 
| have voted in favor of the motion that the bill do 
| lie upon the table. 

The SPEAKER. The question is now on sec- 

onding the demand for the previous question. 

[Cries of ** Question!” 

Mr. PENNINGTON. I move that the House 
do now adjourn. 

Mr. MATTESON. I move that when the 
House adjourns to-day, it be to meet on Wednes- 

| day next. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides the mo- 
| tion to adjourn over out of order, under the ruling 
of the House. 

Mr. PENNINGTON. I demand the yeas and 
wie on the motion to adjourn. 

r. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I demand 

| tellers on the yeas and nays. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. CampBeLt 
and Henpricks were appointed. 

The House was then divided, and the tellers 
reported—ayes forty-two, (a sufficient number.) 

The question was then taken on Mr. Pewnninc- 
TON’s motion; and it was decided in the negative— 
yeas 83, nays 122; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Ball, Banks, Belcher, Bennett, Benson, 
| Benton, Bugg, Campbell, Carpenter, Chandler, Crocker, 
Curtis, Thomas Davis, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dickinson, 


| Eastman, Edgerton, Edmands, Thomas D, Eliot, Ellison, 
Etheridge, Everhart, Farley, Fenton, Flagler, Giddings, 


| Goodrich, Grow, Aaron Harlan, Andrew J. Harlan, Har- 





rison, Hastings, Haven, Hliester, Howe, Hughes, Haut, 
Daniel T. Jones, Kittredge, Knox, Lindsley, Lyon, Me- 
| Culloch, Matteson, Mayall, Meacham, Middleswarth, Mor- 
| gan, Murray, Nichols, Norton, Parker, Peck, Pennington, 
| Bishop Perkins, Pringle, David Ritehie, Russell, Sabin, 
| Sage, Sapp, Simmons, Skelton, Gerrit Smith, Stratton, 
| Andrew Stuart, John L. Taylor, Nathaniel G. Taylor, 
Thurston, Tracy, Trout, Upliam, Wade, Walley, Eliihu B. 
| Washburne, Israel Washburn, Wells, John Wentworth, 
| Tappan Wentworth, and Wheeler—83. A 
| NAYS—Messrs. Abercrombie, James C. Allen, Willis 
| Alien, Ashe, David J. Bailey, Thomas H. Bayly, Barks- 
dale, Barry, Bell, Bocock, Boyce, Breckinridge, Bridge*, 
| Brooks, Caruthers, Caskie, Chastain, Chrisman, Church- 
| well, Clark, Clingman, Cobb, Colquitt, Cox, Craige, Cum- 
ming, Cutting. John G. Davis, Dawson, Disney, Dowdell, 
| Dunbar, Dunham, Edmundson, John M. Eltiot, English, 
Faulkner, Florence, Fuller, Gamble, Goode, Green, Green- 
| wood, Grey. Hamilton, Sampson W. Harris, Hendricks, 
Henn, Hibbard, Hill, Hillyer, Houston, Ingersoll, Johnson, 
George W, Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Roland Jones, Keitt, 
Kerr, Kidwell, Kurtz, Lamb, Lane, Latham, Letcher, 
| Lilly, Lindley, Macdonald, McDougall, McNair, Maxwell, 
May, John G. Miller, Smith Miller, Mill-on, Morrison, 
Olds, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Packer, John Perkins, Phelps, 
| Phillips, Powell, Pratt, Puryear, Ready, Reese, Richard- 
son, Riddie, Thomas Ritchey, Robbins, Rogers, Rowe, 
| Raffin, Shannon, Shaw, Shower, Singleton, Samuel A. 
Smith, William Smith, William R. Smith, George Ww. 
Smyth, Snodgrass, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stan- 
‘| ton, Alexander H. Stephens, Hestor L. Stevens, Straub, 
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